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THF, GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Sec. Ij 


(TT) % 3?«rai ^ ^ srfiirH^M, 1975 % 

aiSKPI 29 w 27 % « #9^5^ ^1^ «. 2907.11 ftsJI 2707.60 % 

^ 15^ ^ ^ ^ 

15 ^ ^ ^ HcpiRi^ I 

IMTct ^ wm ^ ^ ^ ^r ^ ^ 24 . 6.2002 

^ ^ i4.4.;2@j^2-4^^ m ^ ^ ^ 

feqr 58f ^ wrn^ ^ % 40 ^ ^ 3l^ feTf^ ^ ^ 

^5^ I 

(^.) ^ ^ ^ w 'irfM ^ 3Ttrf^ ^ ^ ^ 


# ^ I 

(^) i^itili?^ ^ 17 2002 ^ f^d44t MlfS^fl ^ 3PT^ 



^ ^ C«4CK1 R-Cll^l ^ f^Racl ^ Cf5^ I HlfS’tff ^ ^TeTT? 


■^pfe ^ ^ f I -MiI^c(7|cr5-a1, Pl^*idcf7 vJ^^Ttcf^ vJ^fPT ^ 'dd'RT 


Millet)If^d4«£f HlfS'^f ^ ^l^d viMd^ Id'dA 

qilM ^ 1^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3Ffm%T ^ ^ ^ ^1 

(•^) 3r^ mR41 ^ ^ pprI^ ^ 

^ V^ MRuiT^ti vjf^d crj|4c|l^ ^ ^ t ! 

(^) 16 ^ srjw, ^ mRi^IH'I' ^ f^ RJdiRd ^S^rt/STT^IK ^ ^ 

f^<H4<g[ ^nfM ^ 3?^ ^ ^ ^ f^nrM m ^ ^ ^Rurptr A f^mN 


f^RTT ^IdT ^ 1 

^ 01 3Tfe, 2001 ^ 31 [4'H^>!, 2002 (9 ^ ^ 3T^ ^ ^ ^ 2^t I 

(■^ ^ ST^RJxPfT * * * "^ f^d6t«g Mile41 ^RT ^rm41<4 3TT^ "^t ^ "^JtRT ST^ffTd ^ 

3fk Rmt ^ ^ ^ # ^fRT ^ t I 
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W ^ wni , 

«. vifW n frfrTO ifli'W ^ wT WTOHSm 2W ^IW 

\ 

Rxn^flfN wm ^r(fH ^ 
a>w>KW^‘ aftr ft^td^li ^ ftim 

few, ^ ^0 cf^ ^ ^IWT 

1. ^ ^f f!mRT#?T I % f^Elff^ f^ 

vscMlf^d f^-llol OTT ^ STRlfcId f^^'lcl W^ f I c^f^, ^ 

WR t ft’ 99.99 % ^ 5R>4t ^ ft>W)cH ^ f^RfcT 1c^ «!?r, foTp^ 

i^if^l4>icpTil ^ 4 Wr ^ an I ^ cTTcft ^TR^ ^ 

3TT^rtftT^ ^ ft^ ^ftpT ^lar ^ ftchRid ^T#Tf ^ | vjji-dftfl^ 

^zrrro 3mt # qftHiftd brr ^ ^ cf5t ^ cf5t t, ftRr^ ftft#rr cRi^ # 

BtcTT % I ^TR ft^l 'jTKTT % 1% RfxRjT^v^ c^M^ cf5t ^KH ^R^T ^ ^EfftR % 
'tlo^lH'l ftRT cMT ciq^'MK ■^SrmTEfR vicMld # R^£R ftRT ^ I 

^3Tt ^ f^rfcT #^tft>^Tfti;T^ ftftHfui ^ ^ ^ 

■?Tc^ ^ moJlcni^'l’^c ^ ftft^rf^ cTsn ft^ ^ aftfer fRt t I 


ftcRUT ^ v3^ ^ 4. ^ sfi'^chi'd ftro ftR^r#^ ^?rpt 

^ appft ftujf^i^j ^ 13fk^^Rftc[ ftRT t ft? ^ t;^ 

^ ftftRH ^ fcR 3r^f^ ftRld CR^ ^ t I 

2. cRfR^ ^"d ^ ftw^ftft BRR ^ ftr^ d^lcfif^ch ^ ^ 'i^ ^ftR WPR 

% I ft’^'iel ^l4Plcr> ^^TRH ^ f^r^ WTRR: >41*1 l^e<^ ^RCh 3|1 IJRrR ^ 3T6TO 29 ^ 

37^^T ft^ RIT t I ^'i^<^\ ftWT ^ ^ -ftR^feH ^ 3fk ^ ^ - 

^ ^ ftnn dTcTT % I 

\31JR ^RT ftftftcT Rb'lld ^TSTT 'd6|<g ^?Tt ^ ftN^ # 3t^ ^ 

t I ftftft^ ft>4lel ^ 3TRnft?T ftHid ^ ^1R|<t> ^RTT 




_ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ [Part I— Sec. 1] 

^K-imRch RIRhIut yfJh'UT ?T2TT ^ ^ v5cMiqc[7f 

^ t). cmr crm I^wt 

cRg^ft ^ crflcf^ ^ ^ ^ t l ^ ^ ^ qiPif^cp 

^ ^ ^ >[-|cbijn t I ^ ffR ^ ^ ^ ^ 

f 1 PiiiHl ^ djifricrjicr^Til ^ Pipid Phdtdi cT^TT ^ ^ ^TT^FlRtcT Pb'fld 

^ TFTPT cR^ I 

R^rut ^ ^r Mefl fgeld.^ ^ ^ 3fR nlPlcrJiql^c "fe 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ y,H>!l<^k ^ t ^ 99.9% ^ ftkTcT ^ 

cfRdT t I ^PlRcW ^3^jk ^ vddJlftd f^d)d fir?P^\d k# tPiq^^c "fe ^ 

4 y4]^i ^ 'Mcpai ^ I 

gr?T ^ 

3. crRtH ^ ^ fcTqiRT^ ^3dTT^ Rodld t I f^dld chl4Plcb ^^TFId t ^ 

tRqo 3TkRm ^ 3Teim XXIX ^ v3y^fl4 2907.11 ct^ 

3TRiP|<MH ^ 3T?2mT XXVII ^ 2707.60 ^ cTjft^ # I kdRkk 'dcHiq ^ 

3MTd f^ ^ c|flch>iU| IR fc[^ fl|^ ^ vS'tIcp ^ ^ dT 1^ I 

<flH|5^d45 d^ftcRRT <^c|d ^ dSTT qJdld vifk ^ ^ M<PK q|bqcr>|'<l ^ 1 

^ Rm 2('tT) ^r ^ t wr ^ ^ cttM ^ ^ 

^ ^ w( ^ ^ wdTtfk ^ ^dwr ^ t ^ ^ smm ^ ^ 

cRg ^ t f^^kdiy dmreJk k^kdiait % 3Td7f^ Rrd^-vjd^ t I 

^ did MH l P ld dvRr ^ kj d^ did f^PlI^d f^Hld dfed 

3[y^c|7| ddT RdTT^ % RRrtkd f^dtcT ^ ddTd d^ t, dlkdjRt dTd ddd^ k^RdT3lt ^ 
ddktd^t fctRkdd ddTfdd dfedT, dd4 dd Jfdtd ^ SRm? d*ffd5dd d? Rdix k>dT ddT ^ I 

drRrcfdddlt R dTdT k>dT ^ ddd? gKl f4PPd ddd[ ^ ^d d^ dT ^ 
Rillf^d d^ ^ ddST ddld dsFg ^ I 6ldiPh, RR^dd^ ddT 3TTdTddS ^ dF d^ Rdl ^ kj 
ddc^ did sridlRfd f^Hld d^ 'yWdT ^TeRT t I kj# ^ fldd^ dlS dTd ^dT d>ft ^TTdd 





WSfiTTI^ : SRITWT 
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^ W t ^ ^ cl5t 1% 3^pnf%?r cT^vft^ “ZH 

c| | p) | f^ch fcfj# ^ ^ ^ ^ vJcMifSa ^ ^ t 1 hi(^cj71'<) ^ 

■?fr^ f^j^T % ^ ^ ycTJ+ir^ RhIcii ^ ^ ^i^cpicptiI ^ 

Tj^ ^ t I w^, ^ ^ t ^ m ^ ^ m 

t ^ ^ 3Trmf^ f^5^ ^ ^ ^ t 1 v}m 4^ ^ eziH ^ ^ 1^ 

^ ^!PFrT t i% ^3^ ^ 'd^lfer ^2TT ^ ^ M\^ f^RTftr ^ 

3T^ ^ 3TcP^?T ^RPT t I 

vjlix TI^ ^3cqT^ ^ 'fRH cRg ^ ^ Wlf^lt*)!^ anfcW ^ HR^n^ff ^ ^ ^ 

^ 37^^ ^ t I 

eft ^OT^T, f^lf^ ^ V3€4^^ 

4. 3T5i5ti^, f^Tcrgt ^ ^0. Rrmg^, f^o, ^o 

WW, 4 fl^yl^cKi'H f^., "g^ I 
1 . 4lHi^jc^ tRtfj (qrfef ^3ft ^ menM Rrrt^ 1995 ( Rmi^ ) ^ 
f4w 5 ( 3 ) ^ cf?cT ^ 1^ ^ 3Tm?27^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TT^ ^ ^ ^ 52 fr ^iqfelcn 3lk ^T^rtWT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

afR ^ ^ ^ 4 ^ ^ PiMf^Rao ^ ^ ^r f :- 

( i) Vil^ 

( ii) ^Tf4, ■'5r?T cfPj sfR" 

( iii) vjTBT ?rrg 1 ^, w^ ^ ^ -^i^iRto oe^ ^ ^ ^nfer sTFiKtr 3ff7 

3< l j l f^d ^ ^ chK^H^ 44Hr I 

6lclil^ ^irqcp|q7xil >dcW H^^TW ^ ^TFT (^) ^ ^ '^'(1 ^ ^TSTlI^ '^ckl 

^ ITFT (^) ^ WJFH ^5^ ^ ’IR PlRtd MiRjcpl^ XTT t 3ff? 1^ ^ 

3[g^ t ^ ^ ^^3TT?T ^ 3lRlcr5Kl^d sff? % cTjI'J^'TI ^RHT ^Tn7l 

c l ^HR ’TFT^ 4 ^ i Rlch i cbti^ 3!«rt?T fIfRTH 4?1Rlchc! 3TT4f4^ f^O 3ft # W) 4 
^RHT t 14? v3#^ ^ ^ >3ctn^ 4 ^aFT^ 46.11 % t I ^ ^^3tm ^ 

HM4t ' 4 RRcS Mll^chi^ i|lRl4j|cbtri ^ illRlcpi ^ ‘ZTStM^TT 3ft^ M<ll^df ^ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


|Par i I—Si-c. 11 


?T2T ^i^HH t j 

EETft^ ^ ^fxl 3T^f^I?I ^ Wfi cTF^ ^ ^ 

t\ ^ ufixf cf5t cE^ ^Iqh^I ^ I ^if^cElchti^ ^ 25 % ^ 

^ ^ ^ cTET ^ >(i^RI?qd cfEU^ c^ Slt^RcKi ch|^H!^>^HK 

mRrcEr^ ^ ^RcJ ^ 3T^ ^ Hdc^M ^ 3n^ ^ ^ 

I 

15 tE^, 2002 ^ JTrRee 3Tf^F^xHT ^ ^laR % ^ cfET ^ ^^JxETT ^ TTcf 3Tt 
^ ^ mfxlcET ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ eft HSE IIF ^3:^ 

^ 3fR ^ sft I Esrrf^, sRIece 3 ?f£r^TETr ^ ^ 2 4 ^tft ^ 1 %^ ^ 

arjqferf^ ^ gtee^ wf^EERt ^ ^ Rcet^ fc^ ^ttRicei c^ ^st cf^ - • - 
5ITf^EmRcTT E ^ ^ cTTEv^ 'i^ ^ ^ % ^dM ^TI Y^lP l ^ c^fi^chcM 1^0 

^ 'etReet ■^rr' ^ I 

^TTE nRuiml ^ ^ w t mfeiRt ^ 3Tn^ ^ tp^ 

^itReet c^ 3n?rR ^ jraRipfRicfT ^ t ^ cj)ce ^ sfR ^ ^ ^dRiiRd f^iii, 

^J3xETT3fi Rw ^ Re ?E t Re ^ Rm 5(3)(^) ^ SRdRt tTcff ^ tj^ 

^ ^FRcft RrE^ 3?^^ 3n^ ^ cR^ CIT^ ^WRcRf ^ ^g- eq^H ^T 50 % 

^ OtRTcE ^ tR\ wfl^ I ^iRlcblchTll Wf # ^ Nl^cEW ^ f Re ^ 3T^ cE ^Ret 

^"1^1 ^cMldd ^ 50 % ^ WEcTT t I 

hR^IIeI ^ ^ RRRT t H6el ^ ^ cE^ -W STT f^_ XTW ^ XJEf ^ q | Rjch | 

2E ^ ir ^ ^ Re 3E # XTef ^ ;3:^ ^ TTT^ ^ 

^f^YdT 3TT£TR EFT^ ^ 3Tr^ ^ % Ef^ REET ETTdT t I ^ RE ^ 

EETET EEl ^ X^ X^ef ^ TTE^Rt eE ^l4vjiPi<?> x^t^ 4 \3Md®l E^ EjWET EET-STT rf^TT 
ETEE ^ ERxrr EE ^ E# t ^ ^ ^ ^EERT ^ EMR ^ 

E^ ^ I ^ ^ STTER XFf ^ ETTE E^ ERE EiXIET RlEtRE ETE^ E?njE E^ ^ 

EET 3fR arpt E^ ESTET XSTJET xllf^lJ | 






>fH<1 ^ I 
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f^ct^uj ^ 4. A^m'|'S<»c'ci f^. ^ 3?^ ^ ^ ^tf^rar ^ 

3 ?^^ 5(3)(^) ^ 3{#T ^ ft t 3ft? M^e-lM 1^ ^ ?IW ^ ^ 

?T?OT f^r^TT 1 A 3IR ?, 4 3n? ??T ? (4t €t ^) 3R|5to % 

M{j^<t?l^ W^ cT^ % ^ ^ ^ ^ # 3T^ ^ ^ ^t??RlT t 

^ MIciH'iW PlilHWcfl ^ 5(3)(^) 3ft? 5(3)(^) ^ 3J^% ^ 

^r f^w ?^ 114. t^fcFg^ ^ % “ift ?r^ ^ ^ 

^ w 11 


^ Btiix 

5. Ndd1’»T cf5t 3fR % ISgWM 3ff?ftf^ cpftcpc^ f^O W^ ^RJ? ^ 

^ I 4 ^3ft ^ #T vicUlcicb # I <Jlftq7|cptlI ^ ^ 47% ^ 

1%?^ t I ^8TTf^. ^ ^ 3mncT^ t I 

^?#(TT, f^rf^ 5[Tfim>r5t ^ cftf^ct>c^ f^. ^ ^ ^3#^ ci5t ^ 't 

?T^ % I 3Trft cfjq^ ^ illjxjcbl ^ 31^RTT ?RT^ ell^ici ^ 'J^T^REf 

chyd lt t I ■^rf^ ^'rf^fePTT ^ ^fR3T 3cMId# cj^ ^ % W? ^ feTT v^cTT t ^ 
^j l l^cblcb-d^ cfTT vdcMIdd 50 % ^ 3T%P ^ Pld^iui ?RnI 3ToTM 'zrf^ 

^ ■jfR?! n3c^I<5cF 5 ^ ^r J^ltPld ^ IcRIT v5iT?TT # ^ vicdl<<d ^ 50 

% ^ 3Tf^ ^ ^ I 1’??!^. iiiftchicbrrt ^ dit^Tld 3007? o5t 

3TTO?OcfKn 05t ^ cJROT t ^ RRROO# ^ 3T^^R^^3^ cOT "0^ 0>??TT t I 

did 00 \3ct^<a 0>?Ot 6^11 07 3rf^r0 dl^'^'O ^ d6d 'ft?n f^ ^ 

oMt ?0^ OOT t w^ O? 3TT0T0 ^OeT l^0)d o^cMHI ^ 

Rrofe ^ ^ I 

Mc|7<id fctO?^ ^ vJtT? 4 dirhemcr)dl ^ ^ ^ ?TOO 4 310^ OT^ 0^ 


Ot^OTT t Rldd^ ?t!$OOT 05t ^ ^0?T^ O# 0>t W ?^ t I 







I _ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ [Part I— Sec. 1] 

5RT vjffir 

6. ^iRlctJl ^RR ^ ^ t I ^ l Rict> l chTlj ^ 

^ TTRcft^ vd^K-i ^ eFRRT 47 % ^ t | ^ 

Pi cl cf^V^ I I u iTlcKI l3Tt ^ t ■^nfrrgjRRrtSTt ^ 3TT^^ ^RR cfR^ ^ 

^TTETR ^ t I HIC-iy)>f[ Pl^^Ncfl ^ PRRT 5 ( 3 ) ^ f^rqr t fvRT^ STJW ^- 

PHRT (^) ^ 3tcT^ ^ 3IT^ ^ 31 yiPlcbl^] cR ^ '^rm "g?) ^ ^f5VTT 

^ cT^ f^; ^ -cirm ^ 3[mR ^ ^'c^k ^ ^ ^rr}^ ^ ^ fejt ^ 

Prgkt^ ^ ^ cTSTT ^ ^ 3TH % 3TT^^ vJSfRT ^ 3Tt7 ^ ^ ^ 

t I % ■5?!^ 3TT^ ^ cFR^ ^ T!^ ^JSfRT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

W 25 % ^ ^ ^ flRH ^ I viMplilH ^ ^ ?cTRIT t ^i Rlch l 

^rdt^ ^>[1 ^RR Cf^ ?Rft RRft viTRRit ^ ^ ^ ^RR}^ SJRT ^ P^Hchl 

vbcMK^I vTSfRT ^ ^ ITR f^Rm ^ fcR? ^^RrHt v^ 

c2TcRf cfR^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^Jc^TT^ ^50 % ^ 3Tf^ ^ flRR cRnt ^ ! 

^ W^ ^HRT^ ^ 3[ra I cl cki |3fl/P 1 d chi ^ IRT ^ ^ Rcb l j 

"Ria^ ^ ^ t I ^ RRIT t % ^r ^RR^ ^xlRc^Al l ^ P | ch:>\jj f^o 

(RR^^) PRRF^ RR 3RR ^JRTTRR^ t cRIT ^ ^ ^ RRR RlfxRFR RR 

RR#^T f^iii t I eiciiPh, ^nPicniy] ^ ^ ?^fe?Rrr ^Pichc^ f^o ^ 

STRpr ^ ■^iRTR ^ 'M«l«£| R^^3Tt ^ STRER fcjRIT ^TT 5nf^[g>r^ ^ ;5^ 

^ ^ 3reFT RR R^l 'i' I ?^Rc^li|| c^pRFR^T f^O ^ Tt^ 

3 ft ^ VR 3TT£TR ^ HH4'^ cf^ Tp[ f I 

^^^ ^rrfERRft HM^ f \3H'(fclRac1 f^RRHcR^t ^ pRRT 5(3)(^) ^ STJRR 
illPicMc^^^l -q^ vi^Vl cl?t 3fR ^ qiRct^i -^rr qR^ ^ SjjqR ^ RRT^ cf?t cfRqj tl 

^>^PiRad Prtr 2 (^) ^ 3Tgff ^ 3t?R^ q i Plch i chql c[^ ^ 

^ iR f^qR qR^ ci^ ^ f I 




[MFTI—•gp^l] 
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7. #H»5i, 3fi«®i anSIwi, Pld'^ »i<s ^0 fcto, Ri'iiJ?, aiga 6 io, 

eio, ^ ^ ipi ’ft ^ m T^. ITS ip? ^ w mt 

3RI ft’9R 

c^ 3^3^ 19 ^ ^ ^[e^, ^ 3TTW^>T^ f, ^ 3^3*# 

^ vin^ t ! ^ ?T^ ^ f^ ^ t ^ 37rTHcfj 3?f?R^ ^ 

^ I ePlT^ ^ 3m^ ^1^ dcf % 

I ■q^ STRT 3T^ ^ 3?^!^ 3TRT^ ^ I 

m ts hM ^ ^ 3Ti1^ra^ sjf^ - 57 ^ ^ w c^ 

g^t ^ w?n t, ^^frrm ^ ^ ^ 'Hchemi ^ t, ^ ^ 3Tcr% 

3TRT^ ft ^rqrw ^ ft ^ if^ ^ 3Tf^W^ ^C<R WW^ 

f Mf^'H^dHcbl^l ^ % Rq^dcb ^ ^ oFTN ^ t I ^ 

M i eny' ltft ^ ^ ^ t, wRi'd^dd^^t^ ^ ^ ^ 

P l ^jidcb ^ f^ ttct f I ^ ^ ’TPTT HRj'(-i^c1dcr^l'<) JJjecR 

^ W ^ c^TRT^ ^ t<il'WR4j ^ hR'^R 

H i Rjd ^ ^irSlH ^ 3T2ff ^r ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ 

eTRRT ^fhrq t I ?Terit^, ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^rrtt^ «Tf?r t I ^ ^ ^ 'H^'IHHR t f^’ * TOffil^ilffW’ %^3Tf^ 

^ t 3ft^ ^ ^ ^ t i ^ ^ 3T^dRt|cT t Ri 3TmTdt # 3?W^ ft 

^ ^ ^ ft t ^^sikrq ^ ^ ^ ^ t 

^ d^iqi w ^ffwr ftr^ cIKxlRlch 3ftT c^ #q ^£1 3T^rfeT ttcTT 

11 

v3M^cw ^ eqn Tt f^T ^ cFT^ t 1^ tt ^cqrq’ ^ 
xKtrqj^ ^ eiqrar ^ ^frcf^ i 

^Tcj^ c^ 'jsfrq ^ MltilRcr^q R^R EiKi ciic^ Tnft? ^ ^ 
c^ tt eFTRJ ^ t I ^ t ^ 3ft ^ ^mrf^ 
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- ™ GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY _ [Part I—Sec, 

^ srfcnjf^ 3Ri^pft cpt i ^ran 4 ct>KU| ^ jwrf^ ^ 

ailrnjfcf cfft 3Ri^ cf5^ ^ atf cj;^ ij ajcRsn t I 

5^Tf^ 'ZI? "f-Moc ^ f% ■>TNcT ^ 4lci'<|iift/y(cl'd5jHi<tJ|'5l cISJT ^Imil 
^ ^SI ^ !jfcI?fEra cfr^T t I 

'^3 ^0 % «n?r gft 3Tt7 wjHichf^d f^T^u 11% ar c)tint ^ 

aicl'ld ^ ^ CTT^ ^ ^ fcl^ iTre::TM ir 

‘frerlcfcf) arf^ cpr jrratiH ^ i qiwfcicti ^ ^ ^ 

cjft TT^ t ift ^ afcnfcr ^ gair g#? | l ^ t fil5 

ffR^ if mcH'Jlsft vjiit) tR cfcp gft RT 'W<Ptfl vR cRj if RRf gff 

cRaltiR ^ 3Rf& gat siiH if ^^igR ^atmg gft %Mte i g5t #r I 

^ RfR 3Rflr ^ ^ fip^ gft aidift^g a^tar^ 332 ajirf^ ^TcR jif^ 
a^to gg aR ^ ^ftf^ ^ 3TRR aR ^ Rhq'ici ^ foR TRT^t^ ^^atT g^ ggtgr ggr arr l 

xRiaM ^ f!t^ gat sngR g? at^JTtgg ggi f!t5 ft%r ^ 

382 5rf% afto gg gg aw g5tg^ a^aft ^ gg gt I fgrfofg grsgM ^gga ^ gag if 
arlciRgd gnaaRf ^ atjgtgg if gat^ aftftfw gff t I 

3TFt g? aft ^ fft^n rr f!(a ajait 2001 ft smtiftf ft aawfftga |% gan Mw: 

3Tto, 2001 ft gfftgt 3RftgaT ajg f^pngg ft afigrat ft ^ ft gaiguf grggftft ^^ftf ftf cmrft 

ft fftaj ^raR cfftfR gifttgar ft vil^Raa amnft ft angpr 3PIR TR ^ ^^ftxng ^cRa cRR tr 
ft I 

ftRffta gg gftRg ^ cPift ^ ftftaft (gaftgrg) ft fftftcf ft fftfftgtcfraft ft gfftg^ 
ft oft ftt fft ft 6000/% gg ftt ongg ga%t gigr gRftft 1 ^gftftR fftaft^ ^ 3 ^ 

^ 3 ggrggwftgTfftgfftgftgrR^^=^^^ ggftfganftt gft jtrt gff ft gtftt 

0t I 

ggagg fftgam ft gm ft ft. ftgR ft^tftgg^ ffto. ^ ft g? fftftgg fftagr t fft ftg^ 
ftftt ft gfg ajog gRgafftcf ^ftfftRiRTaftftggaRgg tftgR fftagj rr i ggfRjR ^ 
3ftg grggftft ^ ft ^ ^ if 4 3n^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


[HFT I— 




n 


^rnfr? ^ cMT c||>kll^ch ^ ^ 7TTJHT ^ Mc^fclilj 'i^Hcblf^’^Fi' f sfrf ^ld1|S5 
^ 3TOT 3TOT 3T^fM ^ W #, eft?T v^M'H'IcWI ^ 

cTw t cFjf^ TTTfr w ^ # I 4. f^Rrgf ^ ^ w # % 

sfk ^'lMl'i4 ^JlN ^ fel*^ "^30^ 3Tcrf^ ^ ^ ^nf^cpi'Jl ^ ^ ^ ^ '?RT2JH 

fch^l ^ cnwf^^ ^ 'McbeM'll ^ ^ ^ cJ5t 4 ^ fc|r?T Mcf5R 

f^FT t I wf^ f^mn ^ ^ iiMii ^ ^ f^ t % ^ ^ ^ 

y<f^ld ^ ^ 3T^ ^RP? ^ xnfl^T % ^ 

W t I 

>JEfm gRT f^rTR 

8. ■Jf?' cl<^ ^ 'ticr^cii ^ vd^l<^ ^ ^ecr> ofRJ 1%^ 

cT^ ^ecr?! cfjt Rm^lfcl’^ ^ I ^I^TTf^, flRT^ ^c|7k 1 ^RT cf^ cf>T^J^ STTETR 

^ ^^TRn f^RT^ T^ W ^ ^ ^TRT-^TRT ^ WW^ ^ WcT I 

Mfcl'dRelict)I'<) ^ecb cRTT HlciH>?l>ft ^ ^ ^ ^ ^chcoi oTPJ ^ 

t I ^ t % ^ me-ny)^ ?rjt i?f^‘'fl‘gd’ii^i^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ cFjpj^ wici^h t, yytm^j ?rjt w^tM ^ ^ ortr 

^ ^ ^ cfjpjit ^ 11 ^ fl^ ^ ^ ?Tcf cf^ 

3miR^ t I ^ ^ cfr y^Ft^TR yr^iH ^ me-iyleJl 

cRTT ynsT cPTT^ ^ ^vjIMd ^ ^ I 

^ >HIHM ^ ^ ^TT^ t p|ij1dct> 3RT ^ ^ ^ 

cRTT jj(ciyi^cH<hi'5l ^ ^ ^ yrm f i ^ 3rt ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ f ^ vjTRiT t ^ ^ ^ WT^ w f I 

^ ^ f^RRf STRim cfr sft ^ f^f^RT chiyufi cffT gR? 

^ ar^f^ ^ w ^Rcft t ^?qTg ^ ^ ^F?r ^ ^ fan t I 

’TFT^ 4 ^ ^ ^ «TT fyRT^r ^ ^ % anro (1999 ^RTT cRIT 

^i^) g5Wr R ^ I ^!«TTf^, ar^ ^ wrr*t^ t Iurt^ ^ t 
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3fRTT?T ^ qrfer ^ ^ I «II\J|K f^Tf^T cT^TT STRIcT cf5t d-^chl 

^ t ^ ^ t el tier 3P^ \3^TFft ^ ^chcJK 1 3ft^ vJc^ 

'R ^ CPIT^ ^ ^ ;jcqK 5PI ^ ^ t I cn^ »i ^ cpit^ ^ s# 

^ i%^ =?# ^ airam 'r ft? f aft? ^ airam ^ f mc=#8ft 

^ arjm? ^ ?R?iTH cift yR>??i ^ t I 

TPftsn 2 *15lPic;?|cf) (?5fli?ra) gM 22 3Icf^ 2001 g>I aim gft ’I# I gl Mif^, 
*i5iPiq?ict7 gRi gft gi# urtg gft arafit 5 ri gft ?ft araftt g>r iR?q? snin 

cp?fft t, ?r>ftsn 5pl gRRI fiTchWI^ttcH M g>r ?5TmT!I ^cglf fcRtlR ggl ?ftftg t (uft 
^ gip}^ ^ t) 15 ?T ?igJi »f aiRp^gi aifsj^pn gft ?iiftffl 2 item? ^ft t ! 

iim^ cift ^ gft ^ t cT«ii WT mgr t fin vm^ t l^Rjd f^^i?i?ftcr ^ ^ 
ftrgfci c^ aiFTO g5?eii #RT^ aif^rftm 1975 gft siRi 78?3 ^ airPfcT ^ m rPt t i iRd 

?a? ^ aiRicp t cT«ii dqj'Miy 5?T iKc-h >iis3tii ^ ^iiftaiT g)i^cii4 atm g;?% cpi RpjRt f^iin 
^ t I ?pft5Ti iPT zt? RiEitRfT gmi t f% gzn ^ aiRr^Rra Rcpmijnci ^ ^ ^ 

'Met ^ aiTzrrat 9 ? zaimFi ^ ^jirgpi - 5 ^ 'ira f I (??i fen zrai ^ 

v3?R if Tii?f ijc?i gft wn j^ ?sittiRr ^ ?nfter g5?% ^ ^ 

'isii'i Jpi zt? Pi^id ^ ft? eiciiRb ijg5 ait? anzticft gft 9 ^ ci5i*id if zsfnnzi 
1%^ f g?it aft? 5 ^fPT ggpt aft? MRcb<HH ^ ^Ror ?Rc| ^iffg ^ ^R «iflr epRg? 
gffrot zpt cfPT cp? zRti 15tiRn; wtigg cim gft wn cfe j^ aftf^ 

# I gg ^JPUgg g5t c?PTg glwRcp ?d?TR^zft gifl^ I 

mf^cbijl gi?T vgrg 

9. qifM gr?rziFci^fetTg?ptf^’f%?fglfM^^cf;t?ig^ 

g?13ft 9? ?5fmp!i ^ mizn TRU 1qicgM ^ cPiRt g5t gfi^ ang^ggsgr g^ f 
gzfffcti ?8fmra ^ tMR sH^ ^ ^ gJT R|?|(byu| ^ gtp t ^ ft> gt ^Rgftgl ?lf^ g 5 T 
fl??n # fR?igg f^gm ^ gPCT 1^ I 4’ft t fit fifpira 

^ ^ ft RraT?g 5tM g5?ft ^ gggra g?ftg ft5?ft 1ft grcgM ^ gm 


[Mini—'qpgi] 




^ ^ % I 3(1^ '^^ ^ ’ft ■’RTT # <ift*ia 'c5'?i4l, ^ 

^ 3Tra??f^KTT ftt 8ft. ^ vJM‘4tcKiiaft ’iff ^Tfi^niT ’PIT I ^ ft ^'1^ f^5lH ft 
^ ^ ft ftt ^ ■'n? ft 1 Pi4ctcpi ^ ft 'snft Pprtftt 

^ iftft ^^cHHcHlft ^ cPTf^ vTlft ^ ftt i 

M i llet? 1^ ft ^ ’TFT^ ft ftftftcT ^ gft ^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ HIC^M ^ Jnft! 
Wt ft ^HSftTPT ePTPlT t ^ fft^ t ^KtHTR "^ ft ^ ^ 

cl^HM Wrer ft fft^ «ft 3PT: dcT ffttrt^ ^PTFf ^ ^ ’THT ^ I 

M i (^ l ra =?r ft ^ ^ v5Tm ^ jfe ftt ^ ^ 2001 ft ^«rr ^ Iftdf^ 

^5^ 8n fft? ^ ^ f^cf>RTfttH ft9T. ^ ftftt ft Pb-iici ^ 3TPncf ^ ^affftiPT 

^‘g’RTH ft ^ ^ t 1 

'jT?! W ^ ?Pf7 ^ fttET t ftt ftt >5ftn7PT ft ftftk 5T1 cT ddiKi ^ ftt ft cT8|T ^ 

5Tfft ^PTM ^jftr ^ ftt cTPj fttftt ft, ftt^ ft srfcT ^ ^ 

fftziWr ^ ^ qRclI^d ftr ’Tft ft ftt (^KTt^ ^ ftt eRlft 

ftft cfftft 3TW ^ ft I ^ fft^ TR trgft ft fft? ^ ffttftd^f? Smft vJdTT^ IR 

^Wf ^ ft ^ ft ft ^ i Rich l cbft ftr ft ft?H ftt ftt STTcR^T^ ft I m: 
^i i Rjch i c^ft ftr ft ^ ^ ft^ ft ftfti ft Piftd'ftl/vdMftckiiftt ^ 1ft? ’Tt? ^ ft ftrft 

^ ^ ft I ^jldIfti / ^ I ^ I dftl / viMftck1 i ft SRT ^ ^ fft^ tptT ft fft MlddM cl’nft 

ft ftt ft^ft fftftft ^5?Tft ftr NdaVi ft fftft^ fft^ ft fft ft^ 

ft ^TPnftf TR 3TPTRit ftt ft ar^fftr 3TPnft, fftn Hic-iftft 

cPTF? 'snft ftt ft, ft ftft cnftt arfftft (ftftk arlft) ftt oipt ft ^ ^ ^mft ft i 

Vl l fftct?!^ ft gft enpirjfe fftWR 1ft^ ft cT8|T ftt3 '3fP^ ft fft Hic-ixift viftct ^ 

■21? ft^sRT ft fft W ^ ftt ftt 3Tftft ft "ftM ft^ ftftt ft ST^f^ 3^PTTftt ft 
wm fttft ^rfct ft ft I urfftcFTift ^ fftcTR ft fft ft^H aft? xftftR ft dft ^ 
ftRT ft ?f8n MIddM 3lk cTmft ^ ^jfttft ftt 





^ ^ t % ^ ^ TTR chd-f 

^ ^5Tt^TRT 6irPT ^ ><<31 yfTTpiJ 


w 






^ ^ qgxT ^ 


v^fcT c^ araf^ 

f^O ^ TPT XT, ^ ^ 3Rfr cfe 


10. ^’ft ^’rar t ^ gft arafif jtf?tPtfim> ^ t 9 qft g5>i aralit 

Jft 3 )I^R'w 3 RTmHi araHt sft ggfl^ w ftt tjw g^i 2,00,000 sr»mT ^ ^ 
^ crrFt^ISTTcCT^I^Jim*g5mf^^raRiff^?^tijf^ir3Rqfil^^g^8jt I 
fftRra ^€rm ^ ^ ^ 3j(^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^t?T7 t I 


% vj^ fe^rr t ^ 2001 ^ sjrjt | 3 fi t cct 

’ra^ 2001 CICI 5 c^ 3 Tf^ flPlT f I ^ flP^ W 11 % ^ ?RT% vJiTt 

414cpircic(, ^jirraf tR f^rohi ^^f^5^c[ft3?crflt?|?ig!Jit 1 




^ ^ jnf^ ^ 3 Tm^ ^ ^ arsjgr ^ ^ t I ^ ^ ' 

3 T^ cTcRTcZf ^ f?t^ I f=P ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


^ ^ ^ TOq? Meft t I v3ra 

5fra^ t eft f!r1%f?^ tnf^, attr^mep^vstmaraf^^^iff^g^^ 

^ ^ t I TOST if =I # :g«c^3ff grro if 3(k =I # ’TOifta siTtoM PTgTTOcft if 

5 rf^£T t I 


3TT%<bl>n c^ ^jOrT 

!i t 3tfe, 2001 % 31 f^. 2001 TOt gn ^ #, TOatgfir 3pft 

?ramsf5ttTOTOTOTctT15gTOSt 2002 ^jnTOf^TOISTTl1 ?I^TOTO^lfe 


^ \r ^ 
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[MFTl—TSn^l] 


ct>KO | OTT ^ 5TR1 ^ ^ ^ ct>KU| ^ 3T^ ^ ^ ®n 1 

^ ■zT^ ^ ^ t % MiciH^iikSt wm ^ ^ 3frf alri^R^jjTjof t cpifrf^ 

?fH fc(^ ^ ^ ^ wr t fur?r^ w ^ I 


Pmtftgf ^Qgg, mRci^ alk ^jog? 

% f^o, ^0 f^o, 3lk ^ran aRft ^ 


13. 3TmR ^ ^J^hTF ^ 5Tm 3TgfxRT t ^SJT ^ ^ 3TPt ^ 

^ 'j1i 4I "cjif^, iiR Ml[t|<l7i^ eFTT^ ^ ^ ^ ci-iH^d 

wtM wn^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^ #? Tirf^ 360 ^tcr 

^ c^ 3TmR ^ 3TTg?f^ W t 3m: f^T #31Ttqq5 '^^cll ^ ^ ^ 

MienM ^ cf^ ^ ^5§TTcr t ^ ^ ^mrm ^ ^ WR?t ^ cmr?™ 

^ ift ^ OTRT ^^fpn I 

^ ■zT^^^mr ^Jrmr t mcnM otrt ^^iph ^ cf^t^m ^r ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ "mar 360 3rtf^ ^Tc^ cj5t 3TFTm ^\m ^ 3TmR d^lMI ^^TPn 

rnfl^ ?T2n 450 3T^f^ ^ 3TFTm ^ "^jirlT'' ^ f^RT^ 

wft^ 3ft^ ^ cmtfcj^ ^ 360-450 3T^ffM ^TeR 

^ f^HH cf?rTT^ c^ ^ ^ 3^mV3T?f)lTT t I 

yc^dH f^cRUT ^ TJtR 4 4. c^ ^9^rrfngcj^ t^o ^ 3Tg^?I f^RH t 1% ^ IRf 
XR fcTW vTPTT t ^ ^ WR ^ 1% 3TFTm ^ 450 3^^ ^TeR 

;rf^ ^ 3Tffe cffrt ^ otrtt i 

qiRlcDicDTli C^ Rt4K 

14. cpftfm g^ XR TR ^ ^ ;f[4g if ^ R^dH ^ 11% g^ hiRh 

3fr? -^r ^ ^ ruf^ I vim cf^ ^f qRcRj^ ^ ^ ^ cTci^ g^ ^ 

HlRcnifl SRT v»ii^ 

%ft g^ ^ 3fk ^ ^ ^ i ^ 

3T2^ ^ mz^ 3fk 5Tf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ i 

^ ^ ^jcblf^cbK yfan ^TR^ C^ 

15. Ao Ph<b\H 31RTtPm^ f^O, gmj, c^ 4o M)1^cb>, ^ ^ 3RT ^ 

fcTcTR 



16 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


qrfM ^ 

^ fMuf ^tfRTT ^ SMTcTf ^ t I ^ 5 ^ ^ ?T 52 J ift 

^ tf^Ao f^rmrg^ f^o (wftw?^) ^ ^ ^ tt^ ^ 

TRm T^iiRd f^RTT t ^ # Sri^wriFicf? Q>l+id fihHIef ^ 3Tf^J^7R ^ ^ | 

3 frY *JTm ^ ^cniqc^l Cf 5 t v 3 ?qT^ §FRn ^ ^ ^ TR ift 

5 }cr^[^i t I 

5 ^^ fircRiir # 4 . ^^rtTt; 5 cRT f^o ^ HTfSraTift g 5 T HIH fi>^ ^ 

JratcRnafl c^ afrT^ ^ccfj sHr 3 fk ^chlcbdi 3 i?r?f^ ^ ^ 

WMN if JTR 3 lk 3 TT# tf 5 t 1 ^ tf 5 t 3 fk t I ^ cRfj,R ^ ^ sfk 

3 TFjfr[ ^EIT ^ ^ cfit 5 ^: garar t| 4 . fJpgjm a n'll^cw f$fo, 4 fE^ 3 ?ri?f^ f$fo 

^ ir cTaji ^ w i'K fct^ t f^ ^raR if fEbilcd ^ cf^ t aft? tn ?d)it fENt^ 

fiRkT ftj%=T Cf5t 3 TTlJ?r tf5f ?tf^WTcp ^ ^ ?T«PT ^ f I ?j^ q?H ^ 

^ if 70 % ^ atfsl^ gffira ^ ^ ?j?RT ^ ^ t 3 fr? arg^Ei ftnrr t f^ ?m ^ 

ftcT if RhlM ?? ^ qj^ %sff f^RlT ufTq I 

^iRlchlcbTlt ^ 

'<"ll 4 vytp|<^ ^fSTT 'OTRtWr CF^ ^ f^j^IT ufy ^?T^ 5 cTT I 

w=#Eft ^ ^^Tipn ?n-4v^Rct, f|?r ^ ^ g?fif4j f?T^ ^aqiframait c^ ftr? ?f^ cR^aff ^ 

snw ra^eq ^ 3 qcW cfRI^ if ?tfRcTT ftM ^ SfcTWErf ^ 3 Tra?JRj f I cIR^jq if 

1 Mq ^ ^ *ieiR 4 «c^ (?sfmTq) qq f^tn? t fSp ? 5 frqra ^ qTHT qpT f|q if t I qra 
^KffWT^^, '!Hl 4 '>lPlch flqirsirqrf^qmqqciqft^qqqft^ STraR qT qJRR q# t f^ 
MIcq-flEff el'liqi RPIT \jHf§d if HfqT I 

^ 5FiFn ift ?mqflp uHflq ^ ^ qqfliq ?r4t qqf ftqjff Siq ?Tqf^q t I 

fEt^RR ^ qm if tjxq^ 'aejf'i gq Rclq-i # qqilRlchK qq arfiRlTq qq? 
t ftRf^ qjf^ qqq^qffjRT gff fi| 4 R(d qR ?TqRiT # | fq qy qf^ f fiR qfq ijq? 

^qqqqr # qr qqqfirqq? q# # qqsqr afR qfq qfft q^ ^ ^ 

qq twfq q ?r qr qrqq aft?a^ qff j^jffr q^ ^ ?iq 5 ^ I 

Hlf^qilfl SRT tiTfq 


^ qgfq?rfr gRT gg qqf gqr t gRt 

qqr t, ^ 3 Tl?lf^ ^ if ^ q ?5 ^ qqj qra f^iqtqi t, 
fqRTf JTfcRqqf ^ q 4 ? 5 ^ ^ f$pT q^fqiq qrfxlcbl qiq? qff t I I?T^ a tHl Rqq 
^cpicpaf qft 1 >R sqqq ^ if ^qtq^qqrtafhr^fqqqqanqjR^qqr 
^ fq ^ if qqq qfq ^ ^ q^ ^ ?Tq;qT I q? ^ qqf qqi t 

qiltq gRT rftlfffiiqft 3?qft t I q^ g,^ jp^ gCj 


• lf>.flNlfl»q''"<M»< 'M' >' 


If mil' 


<1 


m It II 


) l> . . I.. MMl f IM 



[^I—1] 
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Jjuw-dl c^ TTTKT fx^nYel c^ WTT^ c^ 3TOT ^5^, ^ W^ 

3fk -OT^ ^ 3TWf ^ c^ ^ 7ft ^5^ TJX7 f I 

Mlf^chl^ ft ^ ^ ^ t I ftgft ^ yitluH 7T^ '^PlR^d t 

fftj eft g7RtJ[ vJ# 7T ^ ft 5Tf!r ^ ^ ft Plc|KU| fl^ WT? I 7T^ ?TS2T 

fftj ft?r ft 'ti<s|cg ^ iqcl tt vicMIc^ct? ^ (?f^fcM f^rft fftftefft^ ^RT 37fft’jtt?T ^ 

towr trTT t,^3ffftRcKl), ft fft^ft 7ft ft?ft fftTpft ^ smftcT mfirT STFUftt ^ 

fftfftf^ mfftemft ft w ^ ^ ^ eft T^ ^#rT eft 3Tfft^ ^ ^ cR?TT I ^ 

1^7fft t fftj ftftt ^ 3ft? fftRTT ^ oZIM? Rl<j5|clchWct? ^ eft 
Ift?^ fft?RPRur 5T^FT ^Rft ^ ft I f?rft srfftfftF^ Hic-i'<1tft J^<7cr> ft F^ftl ft 3iiqidl ^ 
iftM^ ^Rft 3TSM ft^ ^ SRdT^ ^ fttm ft, ft?T ft ft 3TT^ ^ 

fttft ^ ft^lddl Tftf ft I Slf^RcW ^ TTRcft^ Sftftftft^ W^"|cWI3ft eft fftn? ft> 

^erjf^cf) fttcT \3He)*l ft, ^^rfeP? NdMftictxiisft c^ feP? ^ ^ 

JfftftT cfRft |IT ^|j^ctj|cbd^ cfMt ^ 3TRm 37ffxrcr ft I 

^llRlcbicbdl ^ 3TRTftc|i; ofTft wm ^ igPT ^ 3tfrN ftgR 3ft? 3T^ 

ftp fefO ^ 3R7 ^ 

18. fftdelcsl mfM ft ^ ?re2I tR fftaiTjjt ^ ft fftj nifftchlcbd^ ^ vS^fm ^ 3n?ff^ 

'HH'W)3ft ^ ?rT8T-?rm, a^fe-^rt, 2001 ^ ^ ^ dd ^ ??dT d^n dR 

aftftd dft ^ ^ d>Rur ft d fft> dllftd 3TTdTd I fd? fftdd^ dlfeff ft 

ftt ^ ^JdTRd dft am ^ dft ft ■8cft''y fft?dT ft 1 ^ d22T dd ftt 

ftdft fftdT ft fftj dft ttT? ^ ^i?Id ddT aftftd ^ cF)RU[ wftcfdT vaftftff dft aTTdTd d^ft 
dft I ' 

51 ^^ fftd^ ^ Tsm ft ft. ^?R ft^fftYsdCT f^o ft anft ^ fftftdftt ^ ftt^ddr 
ft r 

19. dlfcicbicbdf ft tft^ fftjdT ft fftj dRftk tftdfdTait ^ wnd aft? ?t^ ft andiftr c^ 
ddlldH 3f[? fftdft dTdT ^ ft^dT ft^ ft I ^Yddiaft ^ 37TdTd d^ dft aft? qR^rad fttft 

^ dd?ur dftj >3^ dft tftdft dTdT d? Jldld W ft I dlft, 2001 ft dftd dft aTdfft ft 
«ft^ d?ft fftdtddft dlft dPdT ft aTTdTd dft dft ftt dft 3lftcT d^d d?r^ d^dTd dfdT I 
^ dd ddTd dlf^^TdRft dft fidft drdT d^d dddT? ddddd d? ftt fft^d ddT I 

aiftcT, 2001 ft ddddd aft? *** d8d *** d«d *** Xfdftt ^ ?dfdj cRd fftdWf ^ 
drft drar ft anft? ffftrd dft ftoft fi? dfttd ft dft 2001 ft ?tdd dft dd dRft dd fftftd 

feRd I dftft ddddd d fttft flj ift d^cj^ d?ftd ft and?dd>dT ^ dRdT ddft ??IT d^d d^^sK 
dft * * * ijd^ ^ dRdfftd) ?d? acr> ft add! I ^edft aft? adRd ft dlftd dd ddddd 
aift^d^ arfftd? sd I d^ dif^ d? 5 aft dft d M<Haid { ft d^^, dft dt ft *** 


417GI/2003—3 
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|P\ki I—^Si ('■ I j 


9 TT 3 TW 4 *** ^ ^ I ^ ^ 31 ^ ^ aftTRT ^Tlf^ ^ 

3Tf^ 9TT I vJ#’! ^ ^THT vTtf^d ^ felT ^2TT 3TT^ vjdl l d ^ 

crlnd) ^ ^ 3TSI^ 5RITTT f^TTfc^ ^^fTTI ^ ?T2TT 

^ I ^ 3TcRJ^ ^ ^ 3 TTpf Vldllcld W^UT^ cf?t ^ ^ 

9ft I WMN 'irrft HIdl ^ mf^d 3TRIRft' ^ 4 ?ku| if fft^TcT^ 

3TT^ FIST ^ 3T^ ^ ^ ^ dcbft«H 3fNT^ ^lR4ch ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ j 

ft ft 3TW 'vadqfi^H cfT? I tfftig cprqftt ftft fftjift TTrai ft ^ ^ 

^ ^ cf^RUT ^ ft giftt cRftr ft ^ cfftf TT^Iild! ^ fft^ 1 f^^R^,2001 ft 
vieiVl ^ ^ddlK'l 3Tft$TT^d 3Tfft^ STT I ci^lnd ft cpftt cfRft BTfft fttfft eft 

ftl ^ ftrr ifi^ f^'iicft hRuii*! fftjftt TTRIT ft ^jftt 3ft^ ^TO^S! ft 


?r^e^ ^ ^TR ft cfTTT 3TfftfT ft^ ^ ft ^iftn ^ t ^ 

fft^ ^ ft ^ t I ^ STclfft ^ ^ TT#ft ft Fjft^^RftTT eft qRI Wf ^ tj^ 

cFRft ^ feR L|i||m 8^ I cbm^dl ^ Tm ftt TTtiVl ^ ^RI ft;gR ??T ftt 

^ 3Tcffft ^ ^RtT IftfiMt ^ ^ ^ cI5Ttftt 2?T I 

gRT vifm 

20 ft Wftt IRT fej 7JT7 >HotHf^d f ?RIT ^ ftl^ 

t ft^ ftft ft ft^cg cRgaft ^ ^TT^ ^ cfjRUT cR^3ft ^ ^ 

W^ >^Hchl 9TT fftnft) fft^ ^[RfT ft cFjftt 3lk ft ^ I 

clftTRT ^ ^jc|)T^ ft ^TRcTT 

ftp f^Q 3Rft ^ IftxTR 

21 . ^>W ■q^ ftk: fcbqi W'? 1ft> fftdFg^ Rb^i^el RtHT^^ f^O ^ ^«TTfft^ 2,00,000 aTWT 

cTTef ftft^ qjT MqVl 3^ ftHftr ^ IftqftjT ^ferft qft W^ ^ fftRIT ^ ^ FfaiT 

fftrftci qft fft^ Tj^; qR ftt t I M5R*wcr qft amfft ^ ftRn ftftR ^ 
fft^ 3R?rRft ftt IftRTcftt TTmft fftft^ ftft ^ qft Rift)- Tnf%xT i 

^ ftt 'dcft'ia Iftjqi wn 11% siftt ^ ft icmivji, ^iftRc^i ft 4 BRJ t^H^.^RcTT ^ 

W^ftft^ftimRSimRTTTTf tfftRTfttft^WTRRftfftjftMqftTpa^^ I 
qiftIcbIcbTit eft 

22. xm 3Icrfft ^ ^ ?Rftr qft qftqR WcT 3Tqfft ft ^ ^ .t I iJcfhlF 

ft, ^IHC^U^S ftt 3TOT ft ^ X3\] I ^RH q>T T?qj 3RT ^ ft^ qr^ tTTR ftt 

ftftrft 3fk ^iqd elTO OTR f i IT?! ^ qRR ftm fft Rm 3Tftft ft 

3Tft^ ftel ft! ftftft ftgft ft ftt 3Tfft^ ft ^ f I ftW: W ?R2T elFR ^i q^fftld 


-qroi] 
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3fk ^ t (BTcTift) ^ flcT^ ^TlfM ^ fen t fe W: 

^ 3fe^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ iiiftctJicfj-# ^ ^ ffen fe virafe ^ fer^ nrfeJt ^ ct^ fen t 
fe nr^ W: ^ 3il^q> n5t sral^ ^ ^tht ^nfej, 1-3 n?t n5t femn 

^ cfszr ^ fe^n ^ ^ nnfe # I 

( 

3Rf ^ 

Ao Tpi3Tt#^, 

^ ^ ferf^ ^ fen? iammtf ^ nf^ ^;cq ^ nft^cR 

23. Mi'<I^cr> nfeirnt ^ n^n ■cieiai ^ fe nrfe^r^ snnfe ^ 

qRcbdH ^ ^ ^ ^ ^TTfei fenr t i MRct>cH, ^ ferf^ %5 

3mft ^ ^ yfe^f ^ SRTTcT t I 

n7 ?i;cg> 

24. ^ fe^ M l R l ch l ^ ^ f^«IM4 sfk ^ fenr^ ^ 1^ 3TcTn-3TOT fert% 

^jfer ^TWT13Trr: OTtn, f^«ii4< fe^n^ ^ ?nfef ^fen cn^nr ^ ^ 

^ xlfet I 3T5^tsr t fe fW^ fi^Hl^d ^ 1^ dcT ^fer ^>feT ^ MRchcHH ^5^ W^ ^ 
^pHT ^ >(’tai 'JIMI Wlf^ I 

fef^ ferw^ nrfeit ^ "n? cicKioq fe ^ 

^ wn t ^^ftfe "n^ ^fe^fer ^T«n t fe# fefe mfen ^ viindl t fe 

i^RcT ^ f^hHld ^ ^ vlcMKcfji ^ ^ t I 

^j i rc{4? i »f rf ^ ^IwfeT 5R?n 40,000 t I ^infen ^ 3 tt^ ^ ^nnn 

v3#n ^ mrfejT^ ^nR ^ t w l ct^^'HN 

>3^ n^t ^mfe 5RWT 49000 t I 

% gT^fersn, 5RT CZRRT fer ttF? feFR 

25. nRcf .^r £[rt 1fen^ ^ fetor ^ srafet % w ^ 

WTR’ ^ fefe 1968 ^ ^ ^ t I arfcTfe^ ^ ^ ?n ffe fen?R ^ 

feit“T rft ^ ^ t I ^ ^jfe fenfR ^ ^rRt nr^ ^ fefe ^ t fefe fe 

Rr^c^ feneT 'm snnm ^ \ wn ^ ^rciRr ^ few ^ ^ snnm 

fe^/3Ffe etr^'^r^ ^ 3Tfe ^ I 

^ 3n^nfe few nr wtM Rfe fefRiH sn^^ife? ^fewn 
feo (^#fe?T) ^ fe^ 3FfeH ^ ?n ^ wsRr ^ ^ f I 
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^ srt ^ jr^ 

t I ^ cF^ 3T^ ^ ^ ^ t % ^ xn^ ^ gjRTJT 

ft t I 

^ gn arfiicbd'^ vstre t aT?r: 

(^ ?MN cf^ Mm cf^ f^) ^ an^ ^jxtct ?jn^ 

aj^ f^^i t” I 

^ c^ c^ ^ ^iPid ^ armf^ ^ t i ^ 

6*il'<) cFJrqit ^ ^ \3^ tf vilT^ TR- ift 

aTFTf% ^ t I 

HlcJ^H f3TT 11% ^afl'tfl^el ^ SMlfcld f^as|l4<5 D^'dl^d tR 
^ fc^ 3T^?I f^^I t" I ?TT ^^TFajWtCRT c^ 3Tf#T g5T f | 

4o gfgfUT 

26.^ ^JTftWTfr C^ tJ^37 c^ ^ 43 tTf m ^ 3Ttcf>^ ^ 

f^ HM-Tl-q PiRcc: ^ ^ %* PlftJd^I'^] ^ t^ ^ cRfaft ^ 

arRTT?fF ait? ^f^rxry afi^cfji ^ ^ an^rrdt ^ fen^ w^cTT srf.jt^ ^ffcT 

arr^ ^ ^ ^ ^ \ w t % am?^ ^ ftrFRi^St^ ^ 

cF^ xr^^ % I SRT IRf^T 1%^ ^ ^ an^ ^ ^ ^ 

aw?r^ ^ ^ ;ffT afr?^^ anw ^ iRfcT ^ t I 1^ t 

r^'^ldcF? ct artcjott ^ 'dJlcfjK ^Hi -cuf^k; ^Tan xrf^cbdH arr^ ^ f^>3jT 
^jfHT I 


jjir^c^ic^^Tilafr ^ ^rre^rMt aft7 rttr tf armR c^ ^ 

^ ^')f^3TteT ^ ^a^wn' t I ^leliRh toeft ^T^aff ^ t % Wt^FT 

^qqrqr ^ Tm ^ mcnyM qtt dq i ^ i sq I 

^ ^ uTHT qT%q qPFftq ^ c^ ^0 

^aMqaf ^ qqq ^gqqr xr fzRqRT ^ t qan % qt 

^ aram artcfj^ qt arq^ % \ ^ M ^nq ^o qqaMqd ^ 

ar^ t q^r qqaMkjci c^ ^ ftq art^x^ c^ armR q? ^ q f^chdd ^ wfrqqi 
vjejVl qt qfq “chf^Hlt ^ ^ t I 

4o fia'qj XR^ qto, _ 

27. qRf^rqr ufjq qf^qpft c^ ^ 35 ^c^iqd diMd, Piqci q^jd ajfe dR qq ^Tf% 
^ d cT^ 1998-99 cf^ ^ qqr t I ^ ^ ^ f^r^ 

cFRqr wt t dq aFrd C^ aqq^^ cT^ 1998-99 ^ qt! ^TT qqdt chJif^ 



[VFTI—■g^l] 
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y[cl<feT ^iRUT ^ I 

ai^cr f^o 

28. ^ ^ ^ vJc^ 31^ f^O ^ cTT^ ■g^ ^ % nsTT fuRT^ 

600 W? ^ t 1?^ ^ ^ t I B*TT^t ci^PlchKI 

1^-1^ 3?^ ^ ^ '3c<ll(4H t (?TT^v=n?Ft 3ft? M^^<JHI^) ^STT 

cTsn ^ viT?)^ t i ^ ^ 4't^Hld 

^ ^ xdMificWI t ^ fi^Hl^d ^ 3TRIKfr ^? MI^hM eFTT^ ^ ^ 

^ q? 'jpft? ?>q ^ jRfm ^T%^ i 

“^IRT' i ^ ^ 8 ^ ^ ^RT ^ ^ >t41cr)K ^ ^ ^ 

^r 3TRI jrg^ wir^ t crh ^ ?ft^ t i ^ ir ' 

3lRrPRm i fcri^FT RTcRIRtr ^ yQlMlRd ^ ^ WT ^ ^ 

cTSn Mlf^lchl^ ^ ^ 3M ^ftE^ROT q? g^: I 

MienM eRTT^ ^ MUfJd ^ g?l ^ ^ I 

TTT^ ^TT^ ^r ?Tf^ ^ f^RTc^ qRuRfl ^ ^ ?RP^ t i 

^rf^RF^ ^ ^ ^ 3RRf^/‘^'Jl3pn^, f^[z/m ^ ^ ^ ^ ^c^cih 

f^rf^ ^ ^ 

Ao 

29. ^ 3ft? ?^ ^ 3TTgM ^ ^ 31igf!^c3TfTt3Tt ^T 

^ ^ f ^ ^r 3iT^tTftf^, >HHM ^vflPiij^l, ^rr^ ^ ?t^ ^ 

'H^i^cb j^iif^id t ^ 3M Pi^tdisfr ^ f i 4?nf^ sin t 

vcNylfc^R^d ^ ST^c2N?8TT ^T eFTRTR ^ cN?^ (3T8rf?T SjldtHtf^d 

^vjflPlil'J], 6*11^ vjH'^IcKil Pl^?l elRId ^ <j(^ cj^'i ^T STOT |l^ fvRT^ 

^qrt^UTTTORiN ^r ^ ft c^Fm m RldiU cRN W ^pfrfcF^ vj^ ^ 3TfcFT otjjWt ^ 

! 

f^hdl^d ^ ^ f^d'l^d viMiflcWI ^ 4>Fltc*l£b c^FRl 3 TcZJNn4 ^ 

^ t f^RR^ ^>RR it W^Ft ?t t I 

^^^ ^ 1^. trh 11^ Rbdl^d ^ f%fl^ cfW ^ ^^TR-^IOT ^NTT? ^T N? ?m ^T 
f^dl^d ^ gfS 3ft? FFT ^ qf^im ?^ N?? ^ W? 

f^FTTF^ f^Htdlsff ^ f^bdl^d ^ ci^^dl A 4000 3ft? TrMf ^ cfTlHd't' ^T 

3500 Wf gfe ^ tt t ^3Nf^ W^ ^ elFm ^T ^ F^t ft t I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


(Part I —Sec. 1] 


Ao ^ 

30. ^ f^gtfei 5000 t. ^ 9 \ hU \ t I f^HM 

^ ^ ;if!r 0.966 % \ ^ ^ At 3I | cj^^|c^d l ^ t 

(0.303 ^ ^ l^dlel ^ t I WR ^ 3PT^ 

cf^rfep f^dTci f%pf?TT3T! TT t ^ f^^^TTel 3^7 ^ 3PTft 3TT^?2ig^ ^ 

^3ft^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f I T^aMt ^ STE^ '^IMlRch t ^ vjdl l <^d 

3Trf^ c^ w ^ ^ ^ ^ OTlwTci^ ^ 

3T3^ W t ^ f^HM Rmfeisit gRI 3TW# ^' - ^cKI ^fffcl ^ 

3TcRt?I f^nlel 3fR ^Rft^ "^Rff ^ <p]d^ ^ ^ t I f^hdld cf5t c|^Hd ^ 1000 

ci^ ^ ^ ZPTRUT AtAtxr ^ efFT6 1000 5lf^ efl? RT^ t I’ ^ ^ 

^3cTT^ RFM A RTT^ 3Rr^ ^ ^ ^ cKllf^ 3T<Rt^ 

WRIR ^ ^ ^ cf?hRcI TR ^3TTRiEI t ?I8TT 3Rr^ OTMYcWTST! ^ ^ ^ 

^ ycf)K ^ eratcRt ^ 3TTc*RrRT cfR^ fuRIc^ ^R^FR ^ c^ ^ 

<PIH cfR ^ ^ I 

Ao fechm 3 n > ;^'1f^cPH 

31. ^ c[^ 1983 ^ 1998 'HR^ A 3ic<r>i4c1 f^RTR ^ ^ RfftfcRSit A ^ ^ 

^ WJiA 4o 3 tr^^R(crt f^o chl-cJId ^ f^dld ^.^rRt rr A sft i 
XR^ cl t^<f|cr)>^u[ c}^ A 3Tc<6T^ f^RTR A> 3TRIR irRt ^ 3TTT^ 

^ 100% ^ 30% ^ fvRT^r x\R{'^A^ A 'Hm A 3rdi5i4d ^ mA aiRmr ^ 

wA ^ w I jifcRrot ^ ^ ^ wAk MRier/q^er ^ 

At 3fk ^ ^ fc^T^ cf?(RT TR RTEhm SR cRjt% f^RTR ^ '^cTR ^ 9 \ A \ ^ \ A I 

?R xAt ^ 5RcR ^ ^ JRfTR ^ crqift> ^sjRftlRT ^ R(FTTR ^ rJ^ 
3lPl<!jf^ld 2ft I 

■3R RRqftR RRfdT RR ^ ^ ^ 'dtPcl eft f^vRR ^ vJMR^tldl ^ ^TR5T 

3iraid ^ 3lf^RcKl 3RR Cf^ [^<T>cM R^ t sftT ^ ^ RTCR^ RRPR RRcR 

At fAA^ W % ?RT^ ^ t^mfensit 3M ^RR RTR R>t ^ cIFRT ^ R>Rni mA ^RRR RR 
RR^ ^ fcl^ RTER ^(RI R%RT I 

W{^ sicRf^R cfjldcl RRj^IRR 750/^PT^ 3I^f^ ;gTR7 Pl^tRd ^ R^ t I W%I 
^?ttRT^, ^JfftRTR^, Mr 3tMcFR 3fl7 RXI^RR WRR ^ >RTSI R^tRR M 

R7 RT^RMt J?jocrj RTR^ ^ ^ cf>|^ 3f[fxIRI Rff f^^dl chifif^ fthdld ^ ^ OTflRRISlt 
R7 R^ RR ^ RRIR R%RT Rft Rntdisff % VSMd^ R M ^ R5RR SRRTR ^ fcR? 
^TER A\A I f^lf^ ^ RRR A fcbdld W\ RT^ ^TRR R^ ^ | 
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^ f^ri^ ^ 3TFT^ ^ ^ 11% i^icinM ^ ‘Hra ^ ^Jcqrfer 

^ ^ IJcch i jcf [^Hle f ^ ^ cRfrf^ ^ ^TT^lT^ ^ 3T^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ t I 

TT^RT^ f^lWT 

32. ^ ^ 3TT2nf^ vJcmI'hI ^ Pi*lIdl3Tt ^ '^®i«£l ^ 3TTzrf^^ 

^ 11% ^ ^ cH^iMi sr^^ifeF) eiRcpi'icp ^ ^rtt v^dA ^ ^' 

amr 'm cfr ^ t in ar^ ^ '»tt^ ^ cfR^t M'^^ff 

^ 3TcRt^^ prfcTFRrt ^ cfjRW aT^ vd^iql ^ vddHlc;^ efFT?T ^ ^ ^ 
I 


ar^#! t f^H T^ f^mtcnart aflr wffwait ^ ^ «zrR ^ 

TR uini^4cb f4x]K vjiMi dif^ (ui'Hcjfl ftRT^ aft^ fA>41oi arr^iRd 'idld ^ ^tdcfjrfef^ 
ffe ^ fip? ^ ari^R^i^ t I 

Ao ^ 

33. ^ ^ SJTFf f^ 1% ejlRichlcbTrt aR? RhHici vSH^Acfdi A\ 'dcM f^T% , 

^ MRr^[^41 ^ aiNJ^^ct3-dT t f^5RT^ ad^R^ ^ ^ I aRT: ^ WRT ^ 

t ^ ^ ^ i Rjeh l chTi^ aft ^ fid ^ ^ ^ ^ 1^Hd5t f^# 

^j i Rich{ 45 ^ ^ddTTd ^ ar^RdTF ^ afR ^Rzm ^ wfmdiaft ^ ar^ t adl^ f^ wr 
^R wjof vj^Yr ^ flcff wr WR I 

^:- ^0 ^ prf^ 5RT «|CKI Rb<< ^ ^ 

34. ^ drmsRdT ^afRdarr^d^^sfR^ sinn ferrm t 

i^aM ^ ^ STRTdd? ^ I ^ d^ ^ afR ^ «TH flelRIT 1^ 

^ i Rjcbi47fda ft ^ d^ wdddT ^ ^ t ^RR^fM A arw 

arf^Rd ?dF? WTT and^w t I 

ai^ ^ gRT wgd f^ ^ 

35. ddd> ^RT afR cMld>ed ^JMd: 'Acfitii4<*^ 'sf^ ^ ^ 

RmtdT t d«n ^ ^dRnSt t i 1987 ^ ^ Ao 6x41 Ri^i cfifA<J^f^o 

f^iW ^ T?d5dRr P l H? dT ^ d«rT ^ ^ ^ ^PRdTaft dd 'Hi*Hl dRdT xf^r «IT dfr i^cnilyqxx 
TjPf^ 4 f^rfld iRft t I ^0 fl^RTH aiKAfId) ^ftd>c^ fefO amm ^ aiRTT 

4 "gdR Irtt xR^ d? ^dcf ^ 8 tt I 

^ l fxid?{d?Tlf djf d^ ^ dYcJ f d«n ?^r ^ ^ dTdlR nRi^Rldl d5t 
aTTd?ddRTT t fvjRT^ ?dRT ad^Rd ddT # I FTRT ^dddd' XRxftRd ildRftad ^ 3Td^ 
d>tdd fIddR ^ ar#T t ddT ^RdjR f^Rf ^ ddlf dl d^ldd xR AdA d5f 
artdfT I I x^^xftRd dd 6dixl ^cf fld^t A 60% ad^ dd H'CXil I I ard: ^ xR 

f4dR f%dT vjTPTT t ^def dlf^rdddRlf ^ fid dllf dH adl^ 'd*^‘4 xJEjVt ^ fid d5f 
^ ^ djf ^1 
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IPari'I—S ix\ 11 


^ gRT ^TcRT tht fc^fTR 

^6. ^ ^ ^ eTPTT f^PTT^^ 3#? 3T5^(4?I ^ 3 TT^I l [^d 

f^dld ^ cIMid ^ ^ ^ ^ IT? Tpfr? ^ JPTm W t I 

^f^cnel ^ M^ivrW^ 3lk ^ cl5t ^ t f^RT^t 5?^^: 

3TT^tHtfef, WTRT ^^Pii|'<], dlCci sfl^ 'tisicg viaVl TT^RIcfj ?TTf^ ^ 341^ 

f^HkT3Tt ^ 3frTY'ychdl3Tt ^ ^ cfR^ f I 

3Tcf: TjidTS'J) vitiVl 3fk ^45T3^ ^f^cr>ci ^jf^cFRlf ^ 3lR^cd cf^ 

3T^£T t ^ ddldl WdT Wlf|'^ cIST ^ 341^ ^^3xR ^ 34#aT[ t I 

37. 3^^clRcK1 ^ 3 Iih< 47[ S4H c^ 3Rt6|^ vJ^RTR ^ 3Tt? felPTT xlT%% I 

^ % W ^ ^ f^Rrt^T '^ddH ^ ^ ^ 5nte>r^ ^ 

W ^ ^ WlRfd 34!cF^ 3EJof ^ c^ cfJRar ^^ ^ (^c^ | (t?T1^ ^ tet 

34T^ ^ t I 

5rTte$t ^ ^ 3Tft^^ % amiTcff t^, ci5t 

^ ^ ^ t TTOT ^ fcRc[ oZnW ■'d^fdd c^ 34^^ 

3.4 ^ ^d4d ^srif^eilRd ^ cfTT^ ^ ^azff C^ fcReTW f^rqr WdT 3fR 3?!^ STTTOTcf? ^ 
RIT t I 

^ ^ Pl^qd f^dl ■RE ^ qJdId HlCd'<ltJt WE ^Hlkl ER 

WET ETflE ! 

E^*iid E?^ 3n^ Emraft ^ rt ^ c^ ^ ^ 

MlRlcDl^J) gRT vSTTE 

1. ETRTEE^ ^ ^dd ^ EF '(•4lcr»K f^RE 'RE t % Mldd'^'l^ft eTEE? "W^ % 

ETW4 ^ ^3WTE E^t E^Wt W ^ ERE E^ EE>R t I REf^t, RSI ^ ^ 

34Tf^TEE^ ^ ^dd ^ EF RET t % MlddM eTRE W^ ^ RftEET3Tt E^t 
^eldlcHE? E frl^ Et<di<4?yi( JTElRd E^ FW I 3TETcftERT RTE^EET viRld ^tEdt R 
RE3^t E^ '^Plf^Ed 3TT^ REE E>? I 

2. ^ EE^ f^ ETJ f EKcAe EETTEEj RJEE ^ E^tHE ^ E5^ f Efe RR^ 

EEEEE> E^Wr Plf?dd ^^1R ^ 3Tte> ^ E?^ f eft EE R 3TTE1^ ^ >^11 4 RE: 
3t5rE cTE WRH I 

3. EF E2E % ^ 4 EE^ E^ RT ETE EETTER 3flE EETTEEJf ^ Slf^JER 
E^ fcT^ft '^^t ER^ ^ ETI^ E# RRT t % ^ PlR^ Rf^E>l'5) % ETEE^sft P)EE1 ^ 
3TE^ Hll^d 3TTET^ ^ f^Ei^ EFE E^t RE E5^ I EF ^E>K t^RT ‘EET # % REE^T^ 

^ "EE ^r ETEE ^ EETTER oEEFR ^ EEETE JTETE EtEH t I 

FEc^ 3TeTTET, ETEE "gcEj fcT>^ ^ 3TTET^ E^ Ef^4feE3TW EE RETE 
E^t E74ET t 3fk F^f^ 3TT^ ^ ^ ^ ETE % ER ^ EE “EEd E# 

t I ^ ET^ EE^fiEETSTt E^ STTtjJ^ ^ ^E^TR ^ffE EE^ t; E f f ^ch l d^dj ER^ft 

Eit EEEtEETSTt RT RtRT E^t Rb’lRlcbl^ f^lfcT cb l jcheim^' ^ 3TT^ EWT 

ETf^ ^ t I 


<‘lf'^i|ifiiw»fi-iliin*i 1^1 


•1 mil" 


• • 11 


.III ifu 


\ t' • . M. lUllli^ K I. 
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4. yT?T ^ f^d«i<€i ^ntM ^ ^ ^ 3m afi'i^Rcpal ^ ^ 

^ ^ >3m ^ ^ ^ t. wil^cbi^ -zif ^ 

^ Tnf^ ^ PiyWui f^ t I 

n. ^i*<M ftqfa c^Ntf gik xne^ ^nf^ 

^ ^'gjRld ^ 

^0 Pid^j TO, ^ 3Rft 5RT gRRT fe? ^ 

38. ^ ^ ^ PlyjRd "fRT ^TTf^ dlwRct? cTTW 

3Tfcj5^ armiR^ ^ t 3 t 1^ ir ^iRicbicbfi^ ^ ^ MRchf^d wm ^ aimiRd t I W^ 
?|cf t artcFv^r ^ ^Rrt wrw ^ ^ t l vS'dif^ ^ mR^^h^'I 

^r w t Rr^jlw^ ^o Rid'^^ ^ '^o ^ ^ 

^ ^ f I 

miRi chi'll ^ xpr ijt xT^ ^ ttft^ ^r Rmfe ^ 28,75% ^ Rid'^^ ^ 
Rrq^?T cj5tH?T ^ 28.5% ^ TTTf^ Rcbldl t I ^RRfteT, 3133^ ^ ^ 

Mldd^lRlH ^ R[>74i ^ 42.24% ^ ^ RM ^ 36.48% MRchf^d f^ 

t I ?T2TTPr ^ ^ 4 71^ ^ W t iJlR|c*>ld>dl ^ 7l2nft?rfR?T MRcbRld 

^■d4K^=l WTRT ^ 3TmR ICR iTTd^ Tnf^ 97.72% t I 37^#I t 1^ RPTig^ 

3to5Wt 3fR ^ ^ irm TnfvR ^r ^ 3t^ ^ ^ cRfr% ^ ^ 

^ralRld 3?^ C^ f^RrqtoT 13f^ ^ ^ WT3 ^ 3T?R I 

5 TcF>^ f^WT ^ 3 tR ^ 4. C^ fero ^ 7T^ ar^^RT t TTlf^ 

w|3 arRm? ^ t afR RPn'id ^ Rnrfdcp ^r J^1clRq^ ^ ^ ^ 

5IW ^ a^diwRch TTT33 Tirf^ tR rrr^^rM or™ eft ^ 

^ ^ I Tnf^ ^ WTT ^ ^ tcr ^ Rrafep ^. a?R trt xj ^ 

^^rR^^ ^ ar^^rsT 11% ^ 'HcitdH ^xrt ar^rfcT 6(8) ^ tcr ^;fcRiR ^ 
Rl^tdch ^ TlMt ^ ^JtPTT JR^ cfR^ ^f ciiRif^cb afR ^g^frfcRlt aft I 3^#^ 
RfMjtf Rr^Jieii t TC3 Tnf^ ^ arf^ afR f^ ^ ^ tt3t w?n t 

afR cfiRunc^T^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 13aTT RmR?T -m ^ afjRi^ t i ^7T3^ 

^ ^ tR 4 Rld'lJ^ ^ ^ ^ 3azf ^ 3c^ t 1 % Pl^tdch y^dlclcfl ^ ^?T4Rr?T 

fitf^FT mRRh^ MWRldi ^ t cfqtt^ % <J4imRcb cRT^ft t 3fR 33^ deMldd m3 

^ aTTciT% ajymiRicb t I 


417Gl/2003-^ 
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THE GAZEl It" (y INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. II 


39. ^ ^ WcT cTSIT ^ ^ 

^ 5nT? ^ ^ ^ ^ ^^o3Tm gjt i 

3TSM ^ ^ wtf^ ^ cTSTT f^^FTiy ^ SJPTlit ^ 

^ ^ f^Ra ITO ^ ^ % Tjot ^3^ ^ t 3fk 

f^raWr/gRT ^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ift 

^ ^ ^ ^RT^ t, ^ mRu ii h^' ^f 3nf^ ^rPTT 

^ 13fR ^iRi'i ^ RrgJ^ t f^Ric^ ^trut ^rif^ ^ ^ 

t I ^ ^eet^Sf^T t % ^ ^ ^ ^ t 5RT 

^ ^ W t I ^ ^ ^ CI5RTIT 3TTflTcI> ^ ^ ^' ^R l R^lWr 

Cf^ 3Ttf^ v3^ cfR^ ^ ^ ^ SIRRT ^ ^ f | 

40. RfR^ ^pf^r^jT^ % f^TRferfei ^ ajOT aieFT Tnf^ Rra^Rei t I 
^5^ I^HM, Rrnr^T 

^ ^RR n 3^ ^r ^ irh % 1% ^ Ri^jRid ^ 

F^didt R-1^11^^ ^ RrPr^ ^ sjt i ^ ^ m^tim ^ ^ ^ y^didcfl ^f 

M^d ^ '3xR ^ ^ I x-jsi^ Pl*^r^[^d 6||^ MldPlch ^- 

^ ^ vddlldcrj t cfrq^ 31^ qi^^r 

dlR^d ^ ^ XTT^ t I cfM^ vSd^ldch ^ ^TRI-^nsT ^Icid'il^jt 

^ ^ ^dPll^lRd cjo^i^ Tltn' cfR '(■ict^^ ^ I 

"4^ RrT^ ^. ?T9IT RRT^ f^dlcl c^Mpiili t ^'dfcikl ^ 

^ ^ ^ 3Tq^ 'iiei^di ^ fira^4 f^dicH ^ ^ ^ Rf^dl ^ ^ 

^ITW ^:^fPTT I 51^ ^ ^ Rsf^ ^ ^ t ^ f ^H I d ^ 

^ ?f?r ^ 1 ^ TTFT^ ^r RRrgt m ^tiRpt ^ hr ^ ^ ^ i 


[ Mm I —13 




V 


fiRrat SRf ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ RSZI R)T ^cirar f^’RT % f«r% 'itgo; PlO'^^ ^ Si'<i f^^ii ‘1^1 I W 

WR RRR ^ ^ Mr ^R7 TOR Rlf^ ^ ^ TO Mr Mn 

w t- TO TO ^ MM ^ -RH 3ft7 ^ TO Mra ^ MM ^ m 

if I 

^ TOR TOtR ^ Mg^ ftMcf Ri'iiijx M ’^r TOR ^ gt RR 

3TOT RW ^fMlR RRTOR R^ t M MM ^ Mft ^ RTR RR ?Tft MrR RR^R R# M? 

f M rM M mm ^3Rrrr rtrr ^ MM ^ aiRnM rtoi^ t rf MfM rM M 

fM RM t M RRT mm M M MgTOtR R^t Rf MM SITTO R^t RTTRRR MRT 
Rit R^ aft) I M TO M^ TO M. RR RfTO t MM RlMrft MM Rft 3RTMft RM 
iJofR: toMM t RRM rM) IRT RIcRg4 RJRRT JR^R ’M Rft R^ t R^ft ^3RRR RTRRT t 
M MM ^ TO toTO ^ ^ rM ft gTO rtrr rtMr rr rtrt RRft ^ tot MM 

^ Mr M TOJ=ft 3TTTO R^ t I M TO ft. ftMcT RR RTRR t Mto ft TRMrft' 
gRT rH^ RJTO RRcW Rff RTRlf t TOM fRT TO Rft RTgM TO ft RTRT RRT t M 
fftiftciRT ft Tor ft rMr Rff Mrt ft I 

MlRUcftT^ gRT uTTg 

41. MMift ft RRT 9 Rt(i)(r) ^ argRTR rttrt^r gRR ft MM ft Mroft rM sttr 
fftRMft Rft TOTTRftt ftM 'I MMift ft IftHMM piftdfti 3ftR MM TOiMtor' ft ^ 
STIR fftRT 

TO ft- Mri^r rtwh 

MRjjftRTRT; fMiro 1^- (TO ft> TO TO), <MgR . 



_ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


42 . ^ t fra^ fro urnr^r ^ frrrfrr ^ 

^ '<-\'<^\^ cffrfi t I ^ TTR^ 4 3TOT 3?^ ^ mP | 41' ^ frjfr 

t ^reif^t frpg^ fr^ fr^ng? (^^l ^ ^) 

fro ffrirg? ^ 3T^ ^ ^hfTT cjfrqR wit ^ uifr? frfe fcj^ t sfr ^ smfr 

^ ^ cf?[ f I 


^ frxj +IIHM ^ cI^OT frrfcT cPT frokni 


4g. fr’TTgx: ^ frfr^ ^ ^ c^ frpgf fro frrng^ ?n^ 3fr A. frr^ 

frw ffrrrg? fr. A ^rar frn t l A. frrgt fraid frmg^ (^tt ^) fro ^ 
eTK^TN ^ ^ ^ ^ fifr ^ ^ ^ 3fr MRf^l^ci 1 ^ ST^^TR 

xT^t cfrfr ^ XITT3T %?r ^ ^ Tw ^ ^ frn t vj^ 3frr frzn 

t fr X3^ cJ[TqR ^1^ ^ v^rfrr ^ ^ f^ ^ t ofr frtr ijr? 

frr ^ frh^r ^ ^ TTT?^ ^ ^ ^ frr t I cRnft spfr srgM ^ 
frfr frr ^ ^ ^ ^ fctwT w gdaq^i ^ fr^ f | jofr^^ ^ ^ 

^ t fr frrfw n^aicjetl ^ 3Txr^ xjxr ^ 3frr 3rg^ q Rf^ik^ 8,9 
W 10 ^ W 3fr^ frfrrw W ^TM cTHRT ^ ^ ^ ^JW 5Rg^ ^ ^ t I 


?T2TTf^r MTfrfJT^ ^ ^ ^ t fr qRfr^ 1 ^T X{frzn^ ^ 

^ HT^ 3fr ;rf^ gPlc: ^ cfjT ,XJe^ gxj fr^4t ^ wR ^ 3TOT 3TOT ^ 
frxT t I frrfw A xrRfr^ 3 ^ w A Tft ^ t frffr ^ 

^ ^MN ^ Cf5t Tff R|fr4 cPT W wn t I vj^ q RR i te 4 3fr 5 ^ Tft 5R^ fr^ t 
fr# ttr^ ^ frjfr ^ cffrRT ^RW ^ fr^t ^ frf5t ^frRT # xjH [ 4^ TI^ 


[WTI— 1 ] 


»IR?T 


29 


t I qRRite 8 3fR 9 ^ srjaR fcTcFtm sjjm efpm ^ 

^ ?T?cr ^ t f^Tfr^ f^ cbiv^^ni 3fR ^ 

^ WT ^cTcRTT t I ^TTRT^ ^ 3TNP^ ^ 3rit^3HT^ ^ftcT #^T?T 3TTtIK 
chK^a’RT ^ 'HiHM ^ c^ ^ ^r sfR ittR^ 3iW ^rmr? ^ ^ ’^Htt 
cf^ cbK'aHf ^ M?T ^ ^ 4 ^ WTHT ^ M?T ^ 

f%gkuT ^ ^ 3TTWr ^ ^ ^ srnt wrm ^ ^ ^ 

<3T#^ ^ I yiRrcf^-Rt ^ cF^ 11% ^5^ ^ 3TPfff^ 'Hi4^Pich ^r tift ^ 

fcFn t 3flY ^5^ PTRte virm mRuiih1 ^ ^Rh ^fpft f# g^nr ^ ^ ^rfctR^ 

grprr \jqcT®T ch'^l^ ^ wR ^ ^ ^3% feRt "ntj ^ vdxiy felT ^ I 3^3: ^iRlchi'll 'SRT 

RRiRTcF? ^ 3RT?^ t 3fR ^3^ RFFT 6(8) ^ 3?^^ ^T7^ cRsft ^ 3n^ m 

WTT^ ^ ^ MRcbRid t ^Rft% ^3^ ci'WI^ui ^TR^Tcf? ^ mRuIIhI F^TT ^ 
^ v3Md^ cF>^ ^ ^ ^ ^ viMH-iT F# t 3FT; ^nf&cfjRt ^ 

*>HcntiH >34d<£r g^FH ^ 3r3^ Rrat^ ^ wtf^ ^ RifR^ fcFFjT t t ^ 

^3liRT ^ ^ 3TFf5^ ^ ^ 3fR eTF^ 'd^|ii1‘<5Ffr ^ WT 

>Hf|cbW t I W^ RRIRt^ ^ WTF^ ^ *** sRrR^ ^TcRWFm t 1 

5nf^FFRt ^ ^ ^ 11% ^ 3FFfer ^ ^Rft *** aRrR^ ^ 

^ R 'HRF ^ ^ ^ *** M RFfRt f^ t 3fR W^^RfT ^ 

chK^dHI ^5 RfT **‘ 3Rff^ ^TeR ^ t I Jnf^T^ ^ ^ ^ 

RfjRt ^tRtct WT Rrat?Tcf5 ^ ittt ^ ^ 3rff{R ftPnr ^ stj^tIcT 

^ t I f- ^ *** Sr^fM ^5T^ ]R% ^ ^ ^ XTIF 3it ^ ^ ^'^FTR *** 

3TRRcFft ^STcR ^ ^ W 3fr ^ ^ ^FTFIRH *** 3?itR^ ;SW ^ ^ Tn% 

3fR]Rf^ -3^ ^ ^ *** sRrf^ I 5nftm>Rt ^ ^tftf^ 

T^ *** 3tRR^ ^STcR ^.33 3fR RFiRt *** Sr^lfM Tft.33 R^rffer ^ t I 
qRFf FTf^ *** 3 I*^Rc*) 1 Tft.33 3|SF^ RFiRt ^ 70.88% W33T t I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


IPaktI—S ir. 11 


4, 

A. f^o f^FTT^ ^ ^ afcEK ^ ^ TT?^ f ^ A. 

f^RTTrf ^ ^ f ^ ^ t I ^ mRRii^ S ^ OTJfrR ^ 

3[^trt ^ cp?t t cTSTTl^r MRf^lk: ^ GTJTrR ^ TO ^ 7^ % f^ ^ 

TOR ^ ^ f I ^ ^ RTOf ^ ^ ^ST ^ TO aft? 

^Tcfto ^ TOT ^ ^ RrM ^ TR^ fcTRE t I TOT 

cTSTT “TOT 3^ Rr^ M ^ RRfc ^ fe?r cT^ ^ c^ ^ ^T 3TT^ ^q;TO TR^ ^ # I 
^2JT fcT^ 3TI% c^ TOTJffTO c^ TO TOT ^ ^ TORTOT 

cf^ ^ WTT 3fr t I ^^Tlt^r ^\^\^ ^ ofR ^TT^ STT^t ^ ^gTOT ^ ^ 

t ! cTSTTl^r mter^ ^ 3TT^ TRTORT ofR to c^ 3T#T ^ to mRumhI ^ ^^ftf^RT 

TfMro Rmfro ^ ct^ ^ \ cTsnf^ TOter to qRrofr ^ to 

RrrfTO ^ TOT L|Ru||Hli ^ ^ TO ^ ^21 TOT ^ TOf^ fcRg^ ^ 

nr^ c^ f^ TOT ^[<41 2TT I Rl^ldcr? ^ 3TT^ ^ cTT^I^ ?TcT> ^JTT^ M't^d 

^ ^ t I ^ TOT t f% ?fRR ^ ^ Rt^ RFRIT t 3fR 3T#^ TO 3T^ ^ 

^ftrR ^ ^ ^ RrtsFRfr ^ jt^ fcbzrr t i ^ f 

Rt ^ ^ TOTT ^ ^ TOclt TOnft ?T2TT TO ^ s2M vIMiilRldiaTt ^ ^ ejM qRRit^ 

R,R 3fR R ^ TFrRl!33TRr ^ ^ 3TTeTR TO 3T^ 3fk ^ ^ cT^ ^ 

TOT ^ ^iRr ^ ?T2TT TO aTrR' ^ WT^ ^ 33^ :?o Rrd^ ^oo:? ^ ^ TO ^ 

^ ^?JTO TR^d ^ ^ t I 5TTR[cf>r^ ^ 3T^T1$T?T TOOT ^ TOlf t, 

3T^: mRrro^ Rr^ ^{ 4 ) ^ ^t^to 'Hci'Itih TOct ^ tor w tort ^ ^ MRchRid 
^ feTTT ifiRT t I ^ TO£T ^ HTR^TT^ ^ TOJ TO%^ ^ TOT Tl^ toRt 
TOOT cFTTO TO TO>4 ^ ’ft ^E^RtTR t sfR RfcTgf ftHTR Rmy RTo ^ TOT^ ft 
^jRTcT TORI^chxlui RthTT To t I 3 TcT: yiRicbift ft fftd^ TO Rt. ^ feTXr >h I HM 
3TftR^ ^tR ftt.TO RitifRcT fftr^ t I RrtWt ^ 3TO5^ ft ^ntftroft to ftt^ ^ t Rr 
tot? ft tot 3Tftft ft ftro *** 3TftRftt ^TcR ft ^ ftt ft^ ^ ft *** ftt.TO TO 


^'I'ttrt ■ .1 .. li , 


4 l■>'pl|l||t»HMIIIII*l III I II 




■■'•» ' 


I III. 


>1'iiiiiin" III 



[MTni—'qpgi] 
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^ Ppjfe i%2TT t cmi 511% ^ ^ 

ctji^^M T sfR" ^ Plilfe ct51*Hd *** 3iFrf^5)t ^ I illRlaJixl ^ 5?fcl 3?TeiR 

TR P l ^dap ^ ^ ^ 31 ^'HK *** 3»ARq51 ^ i^c/cD^l^rn, *** g5t ^ ^ 

*** ^ ^ 3ig«# ^ 114 f*ra^ T?5 ^ ^ *nf^ 

••* 3it<R<K1 jri% aisrar gSt’RT ^ % I 

% 3R1 o»<jid 

45. 3RT P l 4fa ^ ^ ftR WTF?T ^ ^ pTert^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

T^ ^wrft ^ ’TFT^ ^ ^ i Pbl^Rd ^ ^THT^ ^ ^ t, fvTWT >5c^ 

^Rnirq? ^ ■’ftt % i ^ ^ ^ vjti-cii^Pr ^ ^ 

^ P i Hcf^ PraPr ^ ^fTF^Wt PraPr^ ^ Pr PraPr ^ ^ 4 Prjt # i 

ajfR 4 Ptt ^ Pr '^*^'iiViH P>^ ^ PtuPt Pra^icTr 

wt i^nPr^^ wTP?r^ **** ^PrfM 5rP ^ 3t^ 

PfTT **** 3ptP^ ^5TeR 5rPr ^ P[^i^ pj^ t I P^ PriPtcfS ^ Pt^ 

**** 3TpfM^5W3mTprEiPT^^ 91.70% P^t' l 

TrFTF?T ^ 3fR PM^ 3TKoTRToTTo(Tp ^ ^) ST^lP^ ^ pR Pt^lPT ^ 

46. P^ 3TKOTRTOTTO (xpo^o^o) , 3TRp^ P ^ 5rfcf W? P^ t 

PPFT ^3^ PPFT 3T^^ ^ WT p ST^jp pt t | mRRi*sc-I ^ 

PPt M ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ v3^ ^^7^ P 

PPft PP>^ ^ ^ P R'^d dP t I ^3^#P ^ P^, ' "feP 3p? 

tp^ ^ WT P ttt^ afR^rPr ^ ^ 3nTp PP)Pr dP PPh^ ^Pstt Pt ^ 

t I ^tPPt^- 2 P vjiid TPPT 3raPr ^ pR iTTO dP fpjpr^ PpeM dd wf> P^ 
pJdT t I 73^. 4t^ W, ^4l¥PT 3 TtP diT, sfRr PP f? ^TRpP im^ dP 

PpTpr d5T Rd^»l pd)^ ^ ^;ddT dP WtfPd PidT t I ^PPr^-3 P 73^#P dP PdP. 
PhlP P^ dP P# 3fR v3d^ dT^ P PPjPt dd Pd^ PdT t I "Hm dP fPd^P 


^ THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ {PaktI-^ec. 1] 

^ ^ ft# ^RcHT ^ Itcl^u i ^ 

^TRf^rM-4 3fk 'hPRi^c-S i4't^c1 t I cTSnft, 3T# 3RT ^ 

^ t ^qxRT ^ ^ t I ^rarft, ST# 3fk '^' ftft^ ^ WT ^f 

cTFm 3fk “ITR^ # f#T ^ f^prj^ ^ ^ |tci^U | f^ f; ^^5#^ 

ftiT ^itw 3fk STM eTFRT ^ Wit 3Ttto ^ t ftw^ 

elTW # , f^ hRR('^- 8-9 t 3Tt# cTP# ^ #, Sl^d W# ft>Wl^ # I 

t, #W7 ^WWlf ^ Wrcild 1t#T# ^ W 2TT ft) t 3Tf?lR<W ^qxRT, ft^VwW)^ 

It) cTFTcT ^ 'g^-cidl Wr?iTT afR PlAlfcl# ^ WF ‘Jft W)FT 2IT ft) t 3T# £?Nr 

ft)^ STTc^ W)T W)^Wrt ^ feT^ 3TWtt ^TFtRl tt ^ Wit t ^ftd wR I ^ft)W, 

Rpfef) t ^ wtf ^3 tt^ ftwT t I Rr#TW) # t ^jwwrt tt ct fcnj w^ "wwi sn -- 
ft^tfw ^3cqTW ^ fR^ srtr ^ anw^w W)T aimi^ ftRpw wRfti^ t wiWT ft)i? 

W)! 3TTm^, ft^TT^l#T 3TWft afR WF^ ^ tfw W^ ^ fcnj efTW W Flft 3iR ^HdMd W)f 

5lftwt, qRRl^- VIII 3|R IX t W)^ tl 4F^ ftWel ^/Flft 3fR ft# 

3iTft I Rnfef) t ^rt^RT 3TiW)# ft)TT f, a^f: iTiftW)Rt # Rm 6(8) W) 

3rjfM 3fR ^TOST ^grfWT ^ 31^^ ■'diHM Rrw)TcRr ^ f^ wtew #it w t i ^iw^ 
t t c^ ^^wiRRf afR ^aftcT ^iro^ ^ ^ 'wt^ otRt fri w?^ 

3iTW^ # tf '(41cr)K ft)WT # I "^iW)' ft# ^ fcP? ■'d'lHM "g^, jifttR^f ^ * * * * aitRwt 
^Fi^3fR 'F^'ft# ^ jifttR^ ^ **** aitR# t I ft#T ^ ^ RraRw 

C^ ^£T t #tw^ t wfe ItrWT t ft) ft#T^ t ’TTRT # W^ # 'W^' ft[t)Wt ^ fcPT 

irft **** 3TtR# ^si^ # W7 WT **** aitR# w sfR'^'1tft)Wf ftn? 

5rfcftRtt ^ ***" sitR# ^si^ # w **** aitR# aitR# ^ficT^ **** 

TTT^ ftwk it)WT 11 arrwR w 'w^' ltft)ti ^ ftnr * * * * sitR^ 

FM? # ^ afR ^ ftit# ^ fR^ **** aitR# fm? # w 3icTt#w nid'^it W) 

feR ct vJWtT ft#T ^ W ftgfRF ft)Wl "WWl t I 

#tw^ FM ' ftktel ^ ^flTWR t * * * * 3Ttit# FlcT? 3?ft tk^ FW ^ W7 W tctfuFT 
ai^wci ft)ill wu t [ ijft Fw aimN WeW) ftitkt ^ fcP? **** akR# fr^ # 
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**** SrftR^ ^ ^ IR f^f^, **** 3T^f^ ^ m 3?^ 5mT^ ^ 

;5I^f^iFntl ^ fcT^ 5rf?r 3fmR ^ **** 3T^ftcf5t 

^fTToTmt, **** 3I^R^ ^ ^ ^ f^f^. **** 3T^f^ ^ ^ ^ SRI 

JHTR; **** 31^Rct51 ^ I **** ^ ^ iR 4T*TI 

sjt? **** 3 iARc| 5] «dicH'^ ^ ^ ^ ^ st^Ha r^^i ^ni % I m^pk, 

^ ^ 1^ pl^lo * * ‘ * 3iAR^ sjk ^ 

Rf^iil ^ **** 3i^Rcj>l 4\Q\'i Ricpiei^ "W t I 

Rf^41 ^ Icf^ HirSn **** srtR^ 'SIC1'< ^lf?f 41c{l '<^ecp' 

f%f^ ^ Pr^jtcT ^ ^ 74.14% sfk '^' ^ ^IT^ SrtfM ^51^ 

^rf?r 4t^ 3JSI^ '1*T' ^ Pnqk ^ 74.38% t I 

^f^RT sra ^tcgj' ^ sfR Rt^lo 

47. P \ ^ ^ ^ Wl(^4jT^t ^ vjlixn^ ^ ^TR^ ^ ^iSRT SfH^lcpi ^ f^RTcR 

^ tj 4 '^' RR?41. cpfrtCj fR '^e^iVTi Pl^^Iocpi ^ 1^ Pnrt?T *jc^ ^ 
W ^ feniT t I Mlf^47|'9 ^ ^’{1'H)<?1 ^o^ocnfof^o ^ th^T^ Tt f^RIT ^ t 

Rf^41 sfR '^' f^f^Rfr ^ 1^ 'HiHM Tfm^- **** siARcp] <sioi'< ^ri?f 
sfR **** 3R[Rcf?[ ^glcR ^rfcT 3fR % Pl4o4>l ^ |^ 3fR 

'^' Rf>?j tr "^Rt ^ R^ld **** 3i^tR^ ^if?f s^ liii si^rRcf^ 

^ricT 4^ f^^rfRci t I 'w^' Rf^rfr 3fR '^' Rpb4 ^ 

^TOT: **** 3T4fM ^gy^ ^ifcT 4t^ arsM PRk ^ ^ 146.87% sik 
gr^ ufcf 4^ 3T8M Pnrfg ^ 108.69% tgcTT t I i ^ T8TV 

i TiW 

^>MRt ^ ^ fcR 'HIHR ^ sfR Prak ^ I j__...... il .._.: 

-V.-; I 

48 4 4tg t % ^ i 

^ ^ ^ ^RW. ^^44Ri 'tj^i^i; cp 6ii^^ 


417 Gl/ 2003~-5 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 


^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t, 3m: im\^ iJc^T ^ P i Vilkm ^ 

^nf^IcFTT^ ^ vJHd^ "^5^ ^ cf5T^^ ^ t I ^ ^ Pichicfl 

^ 3TTSTR W ^ ^ ^ T-imM ^ cPT ^ t I U l l^d? ! ^ f 

fcFT# 3ft t^mtricF? ^ ^ cf^ ^ f^Rr^r % ^ ^ 3TmR wrmr 

^ ^ f^efR^ ^ ^ I eim ^fTt ^ f % mrt 3ftY ctM ^ 

^ ^ f^RrtcT^ ^ fc^ 3^t -^3^ clTt 3T5qf^lf^ ft ^ ^ ^ ^ >3d jcm 

6(8) ^ 3i^mY ^3^ ^ ^ srmR mr Pr^ Pm^i^ -mj i 

Mii^ct)!-^ ^ cTr>j ^ ^msr v3Md^ ^r^zfr ^ mm m wtrt ^ 

f^ldl t I ^ ^ ^ 5IW f^tf^d W SFIFTRI ^ Mil 3rtf^ 

;d% t I 

^ ^ ^ 3TRm ^ ^ chkdi ^ ^ ^ 

WIT^ 3Tt^ ^ HTH ^ t ^ 3Tfll^ ^ ^91^ I ^ cF>^ t 

% ^ ^ 438.00 3TTrf^ ;gT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 5203737 3rtfe[5t ^STeR 

^ w 11878 ^ ^ Pmfcr fern 13ik ^ w, sm, 

3icl^^D^ 3^1'SI ^ feEI ^ vjH'il'Tl Pl^llcl ♦^c^l X^cJxi-'^cFTi^ "mY ^ Mil 3l4Rcj^ 

^gTcR t 1 

3Tlfe^ ^ ^lR|cblct>Tll IRI vjq^ wui 4T^ ^JcRT ^ 3T5mY5?fcl ^ 3TmR W ' ^q\^ 
^q^^FTI ^ 3T5mY ^ 3n;| ^ llll3T^f^;g[^ llll3RlfM^5IcR; 

^ Nils 3T^f^ ;gT^ ,wm\ mj 3ik 3m^#^ 3Tf% ^ f^llll 3 T^rf^ 
;gT^ ^ \HMi4ldH t I mRm Mil 3r^f^ ;rf^ 4t^ ^ ^raiy Pnfe ij^ 
^ 77.87 11 


Jd =^^■fei|l 



1. 


77.88 

2. 




ftcgt ^^0 

60.56 


Plr^4 f^o 

70.88 


3Rr Pl'illd* 

91.70 

3 

3iw51ci9l 
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ftft?i1e1. 3TRoXRToT7o 



1. 

74.14 


2. ^ 

75.38 


3RT 



1. fefft 

146.47 


2. ^ 

108.69 


tr. 5^ 

gtRr HlMcjujj 3|^ eTPT^^ ^ ^ 

A^'H'lel, 3T3??t^. XTiT?0T^0T?0. 3lk 

c^4)chc^ 3tk ^RT ^ %R- 

49. ^TRPr^ ^ ^ 33 ^ ^ w t ^ v5^kh. 5Rcn 

^3RiW ^f ^ 3Tr^ 3tk ^mpT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ cftrut 5Tfcr ^ t I ^ mRuih, wen^t^ 
^ 3TT^ ^ ciif^45tcp^i ^ wtR ^ ^ ^ Ri«dMl ^ armif^ t. 

zj^f^arf^ ift Cf5t ^ 1^nf&cPT^ IRT ^ 15 ^RRO^ cf5t WR ^ cf5t ^ t I 

f^l^ flcT^ ^ ^ cf8ZT ^ ^ t XTrr03Tt0^0^0 ^ ^.T^IT.01 ^ 

^ 3Tf^ t I ^ ^ ^ WT t ^ RPinldl ^ t 

^ ^ ^ ^ mRuIIhI' ^ ^ W ^TWT t I v3^ ^ cT«?T ^ ^ 

ftoRft ^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t 5Tfcr ^ 

^ 3RIWcn ^ ^ chRUII^i^cb t I ^ Tift ifftcT ^ 

^ izn^ 3f[^ ijc^^RT ^ 3TOT ^fR fen WT t ^ t?.t^.oi ^ fefe?r wsr 
cTTH 60.89 ?tnT I 

13^5^ fen^ ^ ^ t mfennft nn SIFT ^ n«2i 3 tt^ fejm t fe 

^ 3fr MIciHM ^ 3T5^ 7.4 ^ t fe ^ nn f^Fm ^ ftjjn ^ 

3ft? Mcpci Rci'<u| ft ^ aTRRI nn nft^ ?fen ^ fe ft?TT fe^TT "RIT ^ I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


cET 

fcR^ ^ t I ^ ^ TR itrI^ w w 

W t I 

Ri|4l c^ cT??r HlMcju*^ vjj'^ 1% 3IRI ^?ff ^ SIRIRT, *liM ^ '(i*IlRd cf>41, 

Rnsfc citr^, ^ 3jgf|7T ^ 51^ ^ t I ^ ^ 

fcrf^M ^ Rnf^R^d ^Tif^r^ t- 


^ HtyRi^ 3lt7 ^pnft<T cinft: 

^ ^ ^ v5TTxn#T 31^ ^ ^ feft ^ ^TTsIT ^f ^ % I 

^ ^ 3Tf^ ’TRT c^ WTcp^^ 3TTt t I 




arl^mT wu^ ^ TEi^; 2000-01 ^ eim 3Tf^ ^ ^ sn I dsirPr. 
31^ ^ f?ETT^ ^ ^ ^ f? ddlldd ^ ^ sft, ^ ^ 

R^RcR ^ STT^ ^ cf>41 ^ I tlVc^ 'dEjVi ^ Hi'tl 3TT^ g^cr4l cp^l cfR^ 3lelNl 

Cf^ fcTWT ^ sn - -21^ cT^ % erm ^ f^rfcf ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I fcETT# chl4R*iIldH ^ 
■toetW c^^^iRf % vdejVi ^ ^ vjii'ciiqR ^ c^'<m ^ I 

3m 


3 TRd ^ 3 TFn?tr M ^ 3m ^ 2000-01 4 ^ 31.435 3 ftT 

^ vjjixjidR 4 ft ^ 79.435 # ^ I ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ c^ 3RI ^ ^ ft 3jk ^ 2000-01 ^ 55 % ^sirm^ ^ 405 ^ 



[WTI—^r^l] 
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^ 3Ten^, gRT ^ vJcMWH ^ ^ ^ ^ STRlcff 

^j^ | g q ) c ff 


’Ei^ vjsfirr ^ vi^Mf<2[4>crr 4 g5^xnMr ^ ^r ^ ^ ^ 98-99 afk 

vjIMNI^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I vJqM|c{ct)dl, tjft ^ 1998-99 4 78.10 sft, vj|jxHgf^ A ^TT? 

46.19 I 

^ HfJlMicI 


fjxlK I V^H ^ ^ ^ 2000-01 6^ 'H4>KlcH0 2TT I 

^fSTTl^r, "zi? vsrmRfir ^r H4>wic^cb ^ ^ i 


4i*<dl ^d^<^Vl 

«mcTT ^ tinft ft I 

^Cgjf ^ ^ cgRcg 

^R|^ ^ cgift c|)x* 1 l 

51 - ^ ^ ^llillfcld cF>T T^ 7 ^^ 'vJ^fR ^ ^ Wf>t ^ 2JT 

%RUT 4 4 ^ ^ 3n # 8ft I aiRrat ^ ^ 25s ^ 

3Tf^ ^ ^ ^ sft I 3TeTM, 'ddl^ SRT ^ ^ ^ 

^ “ift >jefr7T ^ ^r ^'33r!ft ^ 11 
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TOE GAZETIECFINDIA: EXTOAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


52. 3TFmft ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ qi 3Tftg vJtjVl ^ 

c^FRT 3flY % ^ ift ^ qi f«RT^ ^TR^ftq WMR # ^ 

^ ^ qr I 

cfe fgt i{m 


53. ^?fr ^ MIC'I FTf^R <T>ciCl ^ <T>cic1 sri^ctj “cr>|i|5l vpqiqi ^ 

t I ^ t I 

Rqi? ^ qR5lf^ 3ik HcbKMcb TRjq 


54. MTF. 1998-99 ^ WRTR^ qi, vJ^ ^ cpf 2000-01 ^ >8chKly<^ch ^ 

wr I cfqrf^, vjertq ^ ^ ftstt # anqrat ^ ^ ^ofmrtflq 

3Tqf^ ^ 3TTqT t I 

55. q^ v3£jVi ^ WTFT (^OT?) ^ ^ '^ftqT qcfj ^ 11% q^ vJtjVl ^ it 

^ WR 3Rr^ ^eiVl qR^T W qrf^ SFT^ qR f^RTT ^ I 

TtviRR 


56. q^ ^ itviRR ^T §FTqT ^ ^ ^ qFT^ 98-99 3flY viTTq 3Tqf^ ^ 4tq 

q5^ 3TTt I 



3TeTM (^chcM ^ I 

58. ’q^ ^ ^ ^ JffllW qtt q>q ^ ^ jrOI# 5^ 'OT i| ff 

OTcTT ^r ^ t I 

59. vj^V r, ^ ^ STT^ vJ^l4 ^ ^ c?>i4Pi«mqn ^ ^ 

N^ei^ ^ ^ ^ ^ffr^ 'ticf dT I I 

Pldid^ ^ OTdT 


60. q? 5R^ %jn TstMT t % w ^ if PraWf ^ w 3tf?i^ aw t I qrraq n ^ 

^ w, ^ grffif^ wRq ^ ftsqr t, qq ^ arf^iffe ^mr Mq t i 

am: :W^^l|c | chdV 'HR3 q5T f5?f «IMK Pl^jlacpl ^ 1^ 'f’l'<^ WW3't I 

3n^n^ ^ ^ ife 

61. ^ ^ 3^Ti^lcit 3^•c^Hcb■ W|d ^[fe t I ^ 3^cHl^ ^ ^gd tt 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


62. ^ MiC'i cfjRW vj^l'ii cf^ ^ ^ I ^ f%zrt?T, ^fllcich §t1% 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

gRT 

63. mc^M f^RTEli c^ w ^ ^ ^ ^ t 

f^: 

arl^ ^ ^ ^ #tr ^ wer f%%T Frtt (^) ^nfer srnjr# ^ ttt^ 

3fk WR ^ ^ 1^ ^ ^r TTTfer emn^ ^ jmm afl^ (^) 

MW ^ ^ ^ic^cbi ^ 3rRn^ ^ mRuih^^m i 

MTf^ 31Rncfr ^ TTT^ cf^t ^ cfjfilH PlftJchi'll cfj^ ^ 

Mlf^ J ;;ffr ^ ^ ?ft GTcR if^ l?Rff ^ vJCHK’l 37^Rr ^ 

i ^q4\ ^ Mlf^o 3imidl ^ 18 ^ ( 2 ) v 3 ^^ IcJj^n ^ 

^ ftw %?n t w ^TR?r ^ ^ c[5t ^r PTf%^ 

3mn^ ^r ^ ^ t 3mT w pw ^ aimfr ^ jmm, gpw, ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ W c[R^ ^ 1%p t 3^1 ^ 3RmT ^ cTT^ TT ^^ij^ui ^ cf^ 

^ t I 

^ cf^ ^ cTTeft ^ 3TTW^ ^ ^ ^TTP^ 

fcR^TW m\% \ 

fksS\ Pit 3fk 

MTf&^ PT^ t ^ cf5t ^r wn^ 3T^ ^r ^ th^ 

^ ^ ^ t I ftE5^ ^ ^ wmpfir ^ Plf^ i5( ift cTWT 26 

MfcRm 3TTf t I 


[MFTI—73P^1] _HRa 


tnfer aiRRff sik 3 Rt 


HTOT^Ti^rm: srararR 


(chi^cii qrrq ^5^^) 

RHJiiSi'i (R^ldcifi 4>) 
^xRT r^'tic^ (cl^ 

W) 

3Tp?t^ 

w) 

HIdl 

3m % 

HIdl 41ci^ 

3m % 


3m 7c 

* * * * 

11.05 

* * * * 

0.58 

* * * * 

3.34 

★ *'*'*' 

29.13 

* * * * 

32.30 

+ * * * 

14.18 

*'*'*'* 

29.13 

■* ■* ■* 

32.30 

+ * + * 

14.80 


2000-2001 * * * * 11.05 _ , O.o« _ 

vj<ixj T#T **** 29.13 **** 32.30 **** 14.18 

(9 * 115 ) _ 

vj|ir| | \jy ^ 3ri^ **** 29.13 **** 32.30 **** 14.80 

___ [_ __ 

^xRT ^ ^ ^ 11 Mfc i ^^ i dd r ^ ^ M ^ 3 trt^ ^ skr 1999-2000 ^r 

64.3 2000-01 ^ ^h?PT 31.48 5rf?f?RT sfk ^ ^h?pr 46.23 

8TT I 2000-01 ^ ^ ^ ^ WcfTcrf^ ^ ^h?H €tMK 3m ^ 

^ ^ f ^ ^ M ^ 3TRRft 4^ ft 11 


qqtf ^ ^ 3TRTdt qq «(MK 3m 


qqq ^idt t 3|iqid 

3ll4d 

3m qfcmq 

1999-2000 

18730 

29128 

64.3 

2000-2001 

4502 

14298 

31.48 

vjlidlcrf^ c|||^451^d 

41441 

54364 

76.2 



64. ^ ^kcj vJ^Vl ^ >3c^TT^ ^ 3T^ ^ ^ q% ^ 

STFITdt ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f^)^ t I HlRicf>lxl f ^ ^ ^ 

^ 3TRTcr, 9 ^ ^ smrrqi^ ^ ^ qtq ^ 36 5r1cm?T 3 m 3Tf^ ^ 

qk I 
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^ ^ 3mrRT 

^TFT 

H(rli<ld 3i?r 

1999-2000 

18730 

98764 

22.92 

2000-2001 

4502 

81691 

5.51 

^xtldRr ^chn(J)d 

41441 

113089 

36.6 


^ 26 ^rfcT^RT ^ ^ Snf I 



<iPle 

1998-99 

1999-00 

2000-01 

^tf|c|(^) 


3Tf^lf^d 


40,000 

40,000 

40,000 . 

30,000 

40,000 


41 d^ d^T 

45000 

45000 

49000 

49000 

49000 


41 d^ d^ 

40142 

39261 

39055 

21756 

29008 



89.2 

87.25 

79.7 

59.2 

59.2 

3Tf^|fi)d 

vdMilVl 

5dcTO 

100.355 

98.1525 

97.6375 

72.52 

72.52 

3T2T^ 

4td^ ^ 

2464 

2885 

151.7 

1920 

1920 



2885 

1517 

1920 

2399 

2399 


41 d^ dd 

39956 

40325 

38633 

21288 

28384 



100 

103.69 

133.47 

135.8 

135.82 












































w m 
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•i 


gllftcbicbdi ^ gpmr 7fil 

^<01, i^Riq>>fero^ ^rirr, ipg3^73Rflr^ 


65. ^ ^ 3fr ^ ^ ^ w4vjiPict> ^ cf5t ^ qmen t % ^snftcT 

smr^ ^ ^ ^ t, ^iRict^icbdi ^ ^ t % jmr^ 45000 

^ 49000 ^ XT t I OTlft 7JTi^|^ra5t ^ ft41ct)^ui ^ acb l l^ l d 

XT^ 3tk ^ t % ^«TTf^tcT «TOT 40000 Xtjt ^ ift Tt f | ^ 

^ ^'aA ^ ol'M JTHR JT't^cl cpy-tl I ^ ^ 

’TRd d?TT ^ ^ ^chK Wxr 3tk STflT mRH(M47^' 

^ 5^twn ^ 3TTcFj^ ^ ]T7ff77 ^ 5 ^ gT7 ^ ^ I 

^ WTfIm ^ 3T^ x^ 3fr ^ ^ q^t^T XfR-f q5t fMRd «TOT 40000 

^ xftxT f I aror ^ 3TmN x^ 3it ^ 3???#^ 5TTTRq ^ Xjq^ ^ ^ t I 

^nfehichdi ^ fen? 

66 . ^ Cf^ arqcn 40000 ^ | C^ ^ qq^rtf^ ^ M 

aTTRT ^ cFTRTR ^ 49000 ^ ^ t I 3R qMt q5t 

49000 t qrf^ 3fhf flrf^ q^ ^ 5Tq^ ^ 

^ ^ ^Mq[ ^ Rrqi XjfTq % X3f^|%^ aFRTT 40,000 5T7TdT t 

qjqqM ^ ^ qifp^ ^ ^ 49,000 )t | 

t % xfsTTl^rq afRT 3fr^ q^ I xfsqf^ 

a^T qq cTTm 3Tf^fq^: qMt ^ ^ f qq ^ 

X3^ srf^dH vjc^iqdl ^ q^t q^T^ ^ qR ^?Tq^ f | 

qrl^Rq^ gRT vqrq 

67. UrffTcpift ^ TufepTcPcrf Cfft wfim aror STTSIR rr? sTOT gjt 5=T: q QcbRid 

^ 51^ if flcra^ qarqJR SRI IR fSRnR flpTIT f I 111^^11^ il 


[MFTI—•gFgl] 


Vlt?T 
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^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ >3^Tcf)t 

«w?TT A ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ «Rcrr ^ vj^Miq-i ^ f^jfcT ^ f i 

A 3TW ^ ^ ^ cbK'R SFM ^ 3TTEIK ^ vJ^Vl 

^ mRc^HH t sfR’ vj'iq)! Pl«r)4 1vjtiVi ^ SWT vJH^ 
ir viTm 3T^ ^ 3nf t i 


68 sftsr ^ 


MfW 3(i||^ -4) <i1^H cl>ter Cbdc^l 


Plqci q^*idf 

qifqcfjiq^al 

^ ^ H§^ 

cF5!yRT 

q5)*id q>c)^ 


* * * * 

* * * * 

* * * * 

yy ^ 3nf, Ri^iij? 

* * * * 

* * * * 

* * * * 

I^d>5i4 

♦ * * * 

* * * * 

* * * * 

A'^I'MIcI, <^c<b, ^'d ^ 

•* * * * 

*•**•* 

♦ * * •* 


it -k it ic 

* * * * 

* ■* * * 


vifra OTt^ 4t^ ^ «Fy ^ W«>^ 


qiRt<T>(d7n^ q^ 


<WH^T ^ cbM d>ldd 



cF^ 



* * * * 

* * * * 

* * ^ * 

yy ^ i^'d 3nf, 

* * * * 

* * ♦ * 

* * * ^ 

^ y?., f^yiy 

•**•** 

* * * * 

it k it it 

A'<l>Mlel, qc<P, ^ 

*■**■* 

* * * * 

* * * * 


69. ^^nfer sTFirat ^ ^r cf?^ 3?Ty?yy> yf t 

w yra A \ 5 ^yK ^ cFTtyH ^ ^ yrfer snyr^fr urt ^ 3 ^ ^ ygcT 3 t1^ 
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^ ^ t I 3 T^Tc[T ^ ^ 3TRTcfr ^ ^ cf^ ^ if lf|- 3p^ 

^ 5m |3TT t I 5TTto^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TPJRfr qfcT ^ c[§t 

c[^ ^ ^ c[ft t ^ ^ 7TF HT^ |3n t mfer 37TWr cf^ 

cfj^^ ^ ^ t ^TTiiidl ^ 'El^ ^ejVi ^ Piqd 

t I 


5nt^cf7I^ ^ q|fT<c|?|cj7cjl ^ ^ ^ ifl' ^jrj ^ ^ ^ ^ 'chWU| ^ 

^ ^ f I 5[Tfe>i'^ '^TF ^ ^ ^c^jchH ^ -q^ 

H?ctPjof ^jz\qi % I 5nf5cr7f^ ^ f^xTRT^T ^ ^ ^ ^jRcfj cj^fq^ l^RchcHH 

t pel'll ^ ^ TnrpTT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I f ^^t^uj)' ^ 

^ cf?[w fM ^ ^ iT^ Tm^ HT^ ^ t ftRT^ Hm# ^ ^ ^ 

t I ^TTORfr ^ mR c[Wr ^ cFTIX^ q^q ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cRiff% ^ tnfer 3TTWr ^ srirft q§ ^ mq % \ 

fk^ ^i^/^cbrRdi 

70. 5rTf£t^7r$t 7T^ ^rfe ^ "g^ ^aVi 53 ^ ^tq^ ^ ^m?) ^ 

f^RT^ g^ >3^ ^ 3M vicMKH gft Rm g5t ^3f^ g5t 3Tggf% f^TRxft 
I ^ ?TfeT 3TT^ ^ g^ T|^ ^3f^ gW 5n^ 
c[^ ^3f%RT ^ ^ ^ gf%rg ^ t I ^ ^ ^ 

dcT g^ t fuPT^ ^rf^tJTFR^ WTT^ ^ RRcT g# gf | f^f^T 

gr^ g^T I 

gRT ^j[c<iiq)>i qjq^ ^ f;- 

^ ^ ^f urig amfe ^ ^ ^ xrf^ I 

^ WH^^rgrgrR^f ^3TTtt^R^g^gT^^t% 

xrgtx^rgf^ I 


71. 


[ ’IFT 1 ] 
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^ ^ iTF 1^ sTtftr ^ ^ TjcT ^ ^ fsn t 

^T^3Tt I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ 

c^p^cbe ^ (T^ # ^ 3TTWr ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

ttt^^tM ^ crm 5n^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ i eieiife ^ 

vjMjcMI^^K ^ ^ 1%^ 3TOT ^fen t ^ 

^RT 5R^ Rcb'I^ ^ vjTT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Pfcf^ ^ cf^ ■^TWIi^ 


^ETT^ f3fr t I _ 


^fTTF/^ 

vj^i<;i cp! ciHia(vi'q 

air # 

f^tcIcT Rsi^t c|,!jcft('7Er 

ait # Tjer)^./’^-^ 

3Tt ^ 

1998-99 

100 

100 

100 

1999-2000 

103 

94 

48 

2000-01 

133 

140 

173 

3Tfe 01-"^-01 

135 

132 

115 

v^cHr^ 01-f^RR^ 01 

132 

107 

-13.5 

^ichidy 01 f^'H^y 01 

140 

87 

-170 

\Jli-Cj Cf^ ^ClPlf 

135 

108 

-25 


^ 1998-99 ^ ^qxfk^ 3TTWt ^ 100 I 


MlPlctjf^ 7j^ “ift ^ t ^l’^)chHI^>d ^ dmcpix)^! ^ iRHT 

^ ^ ^ ^ Jilll^ef ^ W t I 

IHfcT cgt ^jc^jcbH 

72. 3r3^-ii( iii) ^ ^ ^HWcfr ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ amirat ^ 

vjTT^ ^ WT ^ ^ ^ yiP|cf)l1t ^ ^ STRITcit ^ ^ '«^41 

^crUicbd ^ 3iici;?ijcr>oi Ftcft % 1 ^ ^ ^ R^ik^i ^R^ f (^) Hcicn ^ ^ 
3TRm ^ ^ 'dlRd ^TT^ *llfvld ^ Mpl^fld ^ ^ 4 2% ^ 3ff^ 

fcfRJT W ^ ^ M^cfj ^ ^ STRTcft ^ ^TT^ ^ 3TFTRT ^ ^ ^ 

3% ^ ^ (^) ^TTOTflRT ^ 3frf/fTTTH ^ ^ ^ ffrT Wpl^ ^ i^?fM g5t ^ 
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^ Hirra cut <ic<)icRi ^ l jnftra^i^ gjt ^ jjrjit gan t 


it JtrRR 2% ^ 3fflR> t3ik5i?i|^ ^ ^ ^ Jtrar ^ 3% 

^3rf£)c[5t 

3tii)idi c^jmra CUT ijfqraH t afl?^ ift >ficj>T fan t 

1%g^^#qw^cRgc^3TraRJt5RT«rt?rci5T^!iTnft5mR§ant i 


('^) cET?UTT?Hcb '^TcTtT 

73. ^ cf^ it CPU ^ uft ciPRif^tcfj dct utfer arrauft ^ utruj t 

^ PlHl^fed cf?t E2IH A W:- 

(cf?) OTfSrw^t cut UF upju |3n ^ cR^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Bifm gr^ wttRu cr^ c^ infer arratift nft ^tM Jtfeufe feft t 1 fen it guft feu 
^ ifem fe srfe n|fet cfu fet^ nuw u# t 1 arrarfer ^ fer fet^ fer ir 
^ awrfer cr^ wn cr^ f afer ^truH at^jratfe/arffeu ranfefe fe fej jRftrr fet unfe t 1 
rranp amrrfe fefe arsiur fet^ fetfe cr^ fet ^ uu feuu uu;^ fe fen ijau ^ufeRrar 


(7J) fe^^i^atpnfefenun"nuRferututRirguiiufetfefe#^^n?fercin> ufefe 

fer iJcUFRT |3U ftRfe fe!^ gafe IJUnUU fet ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

crfg ^ f^ ^ (5jf^ ^ I 

('^) 5n^r^f)T^ ^ ^ vifTxr ^ ^ t vjfpcr ^ ^ ^ if ^ ^ 

3fe feu it cpfe, nanu fe uM it fefefu, strir fefra^ jrai afe usu ^fej uunufei 
it Jtfemfe ctau klaiRwl fe ^ fet^ utf nm ur? 11 gnjcw fe ufeuR jnflrau^ 
UF fettfer ufer t fe nifeu arraife it nrcu fe uuR fe uifei ^ ^ 

'JiUT^ t I 

(u) UR5 cfu ufu ^ atfeufe ajfeu ^ att^ nur fefer fefer, ntfei ^ fe ^ 

^ (mu 3 , 3(m), 9,9(m) fe arafer etun? un ^5^ fet afe uuRif mrS fe fen 1 % 

^ ^ TpR f I 


[‘HPTi—-qp^gi] 
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(^.) ^ fcT^ wm ^ ^ % afTfcT gjR^ RyjRd yiRl«i>i^l 

% >3^ % f^ vJcMKH ^ c^pm PitllRd ^ ^ icT^ ^ ^ ^ 

dlwRdJ cTFm ^ MtTT t fWr MRcbl^ sfl? ^5^ ^TFnSt 

^ 3Tgflr ^ ^ vJrMKH ^ 1^ vJM 41^I W t, ^ <ilwRcb ^ 

EzrR ^ w w 11 5rfcr ^ttRr ^ wn ^ 1^ ^ 3 r 1& ^ PrtrtRd 

^ % dcT ^ sTRifcTd ^ ^ ti|rr ^ ^ ^cRT ^ 11 

74 tng^ hiRih ife ^ptr 

MlRlchl^l XTT^ i|nf^ ^ ?W 3T2Tm ^3^ ^ ^ ^ ^ RtoR^T 

^ t ^ cFTT^ vinv ^ ^ ^ ^ afrfcT ^miR ^ vnr?^ I 

7^. ^n1tm>rft ^jfer ^ ^ ^ ^ f fe- 

s ♦ 

i) ft>Hlci 3I8raT RrlKIVillH ^3RR ^ M ^ ^TRcT ^ ^TPTP^ ^ 

TR TjTrr ^ ! 

ii) ^tx^l<< vdCjVl ^ qi'wRcp ^rfcT ^ % I 

iii) ^ 5rfcr M ^ ^ ^TTfer 3TRT?fr ^ ^?RUT ^ t I 

iv) Ml(t|cpix| v5£?l'*i ^ cTT^ efrfrf ^ ^RTR ^ ttq^ ^?it ^ Rh’l'lol ^ 

^'^rrarat M cRt^ ^ 11 MiRicbi^ 5 rt RyfRd 

^TT^ ^viiiiqj! A 11 qr^ qif^ ^ ^rh ^tst^t q^q 

^eq5 q^t Rim^iR^?! qRct 1^ Ri^l qfe eiMiqi wq ^ vi'<i'cl NsejVi q^ qi^, 
5rfcr ^RTR ^ v;TTq*ft i 5rfcr ^ ^ snqrcfr ^ qgq ^ q5t qrm arql^ 

^ fMRq qrf^iqq^ qjqfM q5t % ^rfcT q?Rqj ^ ^ fcRT qq 
TRRq q?^ ^ I 

qq^R^qrfirqq^ qFRrqqR^r q>^ t f^ q?[ 3RiqT q?T ^ ^fq^ q^ 

^ 3TTqTcfr qq cf>*s< 'ff^w 5 rt 'd^ti ^ qn^ q5t qn^ ciicfl srf^J^jqqr q5t cfi^t^ ^ 
3Tf?R qred'iltfl ePTiq qnq r q^q M q5t ^ ftR difelcb ^ qq^ 3 ^ 
'jf^rfeq ^ cRH qqcR 2 ^ vjfe^Rad ^ ^ ^ R^ldchi/f^Pl^ldlSTt ^ 

$Rq^ ^ aiEJirq 29 3ik 27 ^ sRnfe qr^ f^Ntcr ^ anqrqt ^ qfq ^ ^ qq 

3T?R^: . 
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( 1 ) 

1 


2 . 


^r/Pi^dch 

(siRr jft.T,’^ 

(2) 

3Wftq7t5!cR) (3) 



^.feT. 

710,84 

t^lcT^ ft’H'ld, f^FTTJ^ JlT.fef. 

710.84 

3RI 

710.84 

aivtTlchi 


3TR Xf 


1. 

710.84 

2. teft 

778.59 

3RT 


1. 



710.84 

2. 

778.59 


710.84 


(vi) ^ 3TPmfr m TTiw #rTT 1962 #»TT 

1975 ^ SJM 3,3Jf5,93ik 9cP ^ SfcT^ 3TT^ ^c^pf ^ 3TfcrRw ^ ; {ftH I Vjc«h' l ' 


76. J}rT 24 ^ 2002 JTRf^ ^ qf ^uuHl' gfe 

f ! 

77. ?7] vHTc^qr ^ ^ ^5^ 3Tf?rf^ ^ ^ ^ 

(f?fc'}quT) 3rtlcfli| ^Nlfticf^yui c^ ^ uiUJjfl I 
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ministry of commerce ANDINDUSTRY 


(Department of Cooimerce) 


(DIRECTORATE OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTES) 
NOTIFICAnON 


New Delhi, the 13th February, 2003 

final findings 


Subject: Anti-Dumping investigutions concerning import of Phenol originating in or. exported from Enropenn 
Union, South Africa and Singapore. 


No. 14/4/2002-DGAD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 

=monrted in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and 
CoSn of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for DeterreHrtation 

of Injury) Rules, 1995 thereof. 


A. PROCEDURE 

The procedure described below has beert followed with regard to the 
investigations; 

(a) The Designated Authority 

Authority), under the above Rules. '®®®'''®f ® 
from Mis Hindustan Organic Chemicals Limited (HOCL) on 
behalf of the domestic industry, alleging dumping of Phenol 
(hereinafter referred to as subject goods) 
exported from European Union, Singapore and South Africa 
(hereinafter referred to as subject countries/territories), 
fb)The Authority notified the Embassies/Representative of tte 
subject countries in India about the receipt of petition m^e 
by the petitioner before proceeding to 'nitiate the 
investigation in accordance vyith sub-rule (5) of Ru>® 5 supra, 
(c)The Authority issued a Public Notice dated 15 Febru^ 
2002 published in the Gazette, of India. Extraordinary 
initiating anti dumping proceedings concerning oj 

Phenol originating in or 60 

falling under Customs Sub-heading <2907.11 and 2707.60 
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under chapter 29 and 27 respectively of the Customs Tariff 
Act, 1975; 


[PartI—Sec. n 


(d) The Authority notified Preliminary Findings vide notification No 
14/4/2002- DGAD dated 24/6/2002 with regard to anti-dumping 
investigations concerning imports of Phenol originating in or exported 
from European Union, South Africa and Singapore and requested 
the interested parties to make their vievvs known in writing within 
forty days from the date of its publication; 

(e) The Authority forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings to the 
known interested parties, who were requested to furnish their views, 

if any, on the said findings within forty days from the date of the 
letter; 


(f) The Authority provided an opportunity to all interested parties to 
present their views orally on 17*^ September 2002. All parties 
presenting views orally were requested to file written submissions of 
the views expressed orally. The parties were advised to collect 
copies of the views expressed by the opposing parties and offer 
rejoinders, if any. The petitioners, exporters and members of the 
user industry were present at the oral hearing. 

(g) The Authority made available the public file to all interested parties 
containing non-confidential version of all evidence submitted and 
arguments made by various interested parties. 


(h) The arguments raised by the petitioners and other interested parties 
have been appropriately dealt with In the preliminary findings and/or 
these findings; 


(I) In accordance with Rule 16 supra, the essential facts/basis 
considered for these findings were disclosed to known interested 
parties and comments received on the same, have been duly 
considered in these findings; 


(j) Investigations were carried out for the period 1®* April 2001 to 31®* 
December 2002 (9 months). 

(k) in this notification represents information furnished by an 

interested party on confidential basis and so considered bv the 
Authority under the Rules. ^ 


B. VARIOUS ISSUES COVERED IN THE INVESTIGAATIONS AND 
EXAMINED BY THE AUTHORITY. 


[MFTI—-g^l] 
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Product under consideration and Like Article 

Views of Importers and export^ 

Viftws of M/s Kesar Petroproducts Ltd, Mitsui & Co and Others 

1. The product under consideration in this investigation is phenol. The 
Authority has-determined that phenol produced by the domestic industry 
and those being imported from the subject countries are like articles. 
However, it is submitted that we exported number one class of phenol with 
typical purity of 99.99%, which the petitioner industry is not capable of 
producing. This high purity material is required in advanced applications 
like pharmaceuticals and special resins for automobile industry. By 
defining the product under investigation in very broad terms, protection is 
sought to be extended to products, which are not manufactured in the 
country. It is suggested that the production capabilities of the peWioner 
company be suitably verified and the product under consideration be 

amended accordingly. ' 

M/s Hoc is not in a position to give Phenol of the grade required for the 
manufacture of BPA which goes into manufacture Polycarbonates and is 
required for special epoxies. 

In response to the disclosure, M/s Kesar Petroproducts Ltd, Mumbai, have 
reiterated their observation regarding product under consideration and like 
article by maintaining that phenol required for manufacture of 
Polycarbonate grade BPA is not a like article. 

Views of the Domestic Industry 

2 The product under consideration in the present petition is Phenol 
aiso known as Carbolic Acid. Phenol is a basic organic chemical normally 
classified under Chapter 29 of the Customs Tariff Act. It is marketed in two 
grades- Crystalline and Hydrated - and in two forms - loose/bulk and 

packed. 

There is no difference in Phenol produced by the Indian industry, and 
Phenol exported from the subject countries. Phenol produced by the 
Indian industry and Imported from the subject countries are comparable in 
terms of characteristics such as physical & chemical characteristics, 
manufacturing process & technology (followed by most of the producers 
from the subject countries), functions & uses, product specifications, 
pricing, distribution & marketing and tariff classification of the goods. The 
two are technically and commercially substitutable. The consumers are 
using the two interchangeably. Phenol produced by the petitioner and 
imported from the subject countries are like articles in accordance with the 
Anti-Dumping Rules. 
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In response to the disclosure, with regards to issue of purity and 

re^Serthat °PP°®'"9 interested parties, the petitioner 

reitera es that it produces phenol containing 99.9% purity. Moreover 

Phenol produced by the domestic industry can be used in production of 
Bisphenol-A polycarbonate grade. ^ 

Examination Bv the Authority 

Ph,. i^*^® “nsideration in this investigation is Phenol 

Phenol IS a basic organic chemical classified under Chapter XXIX of 

2907.11 and subheading 2707.60 
under Chapter XXVII of Customs Tariff Act. The present investigations 
are in respect of the product under consideration irrespective of the 
classification under which they are imported. Custom classification is 

inSga®io°ns^ ^ Present 

Rule 2(d) of the Anti-dumping Rule specifies that Like articles mean an 
article, which IS Identical and alike in all respects to the product under 

Torartf i'" “)® ®‘“®"®® of ®ooh an article, another article having 
charac.eristics closely resembling those of the articles under examination. 

‘rta‘ Phenol produced by the domestic industry is a 
Like Article to that exported from EU, South Africa and Singapore 
characteristic such as technical specifications, manufacturing pracss' 

Authority classification have been considered by the 

The petitioner claimed that the goods produced by him are like articles to 
the goods onginating in or exported from subject countries. However 
sorne of the exporters and importers have argued that the phenol imported 
by them is different in quality. No evidence has been adduced by any of 
he interested parties to indicate that imported phenol is not substituting 
the dornesticlly produced phenol either technically or commercially The 
Authority notes that the sole producer of Bispenol A has been srwrdng 
their requirernents of phenol from the petitioner. The Authority, therefore 
notes that phenol produced by domestic industry has characteristics’ 
which are similar to those of the phenol imported from subject countries 
In view of the above the Authority holds that phenol produced by the 
domestic indus^ and those being imported from the subject countries are 
like articles within the meaning of the rules. 

The Authony confirms the provisional findings with regards to product 
under consideration and like article. 


[Part I—Sec. H 
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Initiation, Standing and Domestic Industry: 

4 Views of M/s Merisol, South Africa, Mitsui & Co, Singapore, M/s 
A^l Ltd, M/s Foseco, M/s FMA, Mumbai, M/s Kesar Petroproducts Ltd, 

Mumbai 

1 Rule 5(3) (b) of the Customs Tariff (Anti Dumpir>g Duty on 
Articles) Rules, 1995, ('the Rules') make it incumbent upon the Hon ble 
Designated Authority not to initiate an investigation unless it examines the 
‘accuracy and adequacy of the evidence provided and satisfies itself that 
there is sufficient evidence regarding: 


(i) Dumping, 

(ii) Injury, where applicable; and ^ 

(iii) Where applicable, a causal link between such dumped imports and 

alleged injury, to justify an investigation. 

While petitioners may satisfy Part (b) of the test, the onus is ^he 
Hon’ble Designated Authority to verify Part (a) of the test, until such time 
as is done, it is submitted that this initiation is ultra vires and illegal. 


In the instant case, the Petitioner namely Hindustan Chemicals Organic 
Limited (HOCL) admittedly account for 46.11% of the total production of 
the Domestic Industry. As the Hon’ble Designated Authority has failed to 
verify the accuracy and adequacy of the petitioner to file the application, at 
the time of initiation, therefore, the initiation of the investigation is illegal 
and bad in law as mandated under the Anti Dumping rules. 


The Hon’ble Designated Authority has erred in initiating this investig^ion 
without completing the two-part test required fpr the initiation. Besides, 
ensuring that the petitioner accounted for over 25% of the domestic 
industry, the law mandates that the Hon’ble Designated Authority should 
ascertain the support for the application by 'polling’ the remaining 
constitutes of the domestic industry. 


First para of the initiation notification dated 15*'' February 2002 
acknowledges the Petition was lodged by HOCL without any support from 
any other domestic industry and not on behalf of the Domestic Industry. 
However, the authority in spite of complete absence of any support from 
any quarters in para 2 of the initiation notification proceed to record mat 
the Petition has been filed by M/s. Hindustan Organic Chemicals Limited 
on behalf of the domestic industry in spite of the fact that no support 
authorization was also lodged along with the Petition. 


The details of preliminary findings reveal that the applicability of standing 
of the petition has not been adequately dealt with and verified by the 
Authorities before initiating the investigation, considering certain 
contradictory information which' we feel, does not fulfill the condition under 




aoDl ration m cf producers expressly supporting the 

app icafion must account for more than 50% of total production The 

petitioners themselves admit that during the period of investigation they 
accounted for less than 50% of domestic production. ^ 

There IS contradirtion in the findings that it is first stated that HCL has 
S'ltf 'he petition and it is then stated that HOCL does not qualify as 

stanTnJ Asat'at^^iar'^ excluded for applying the CTiteria of 

?nd exdud^nn hpi^h r? available in the public file 

and excluding HCL due to imports is not correct since such imports were 

not for domestic market. Thus, on this basis itself, the initiation of this 
investigation does not satisfy the presaibed criteria and should not be 
proceeded with further. 

[piteratoH^rh P®'roproducts Ltd have again 

and Tefen, orH TP^- “"^er article 5(3)(b) is not satisfied 

and safeguard duty in combination with Anti Dumping duty would give 

ouble protection. M/s Merisol RSA, M/s Merisol RSA (Pty), South Africa 

tifcf his earlier submission regarding the incorrect initiation of 

''®'''fy <he twin tests 

der 5(3)(a) and 5(3)(b) of the Anti Dumping rules. M/s Mitsui & Co have 
also subrnitted that their submissions regarding standing have not taken 

into consideration. ‘ 


Views of the Domestic Industry 


I K p'« !^f.f ®‘^ Hindustan Organic Chemicals 

Limited on behalf of the domestic industry. There are three producers of 

subject goods in India. Petitioner accounts for 47% of Indian Production 
However, out of three producers. M/s. Herdillia is an importer of product 

Sn^rhp therefore, excluded M/s 

Herdilha Chemicals Ltd, from the scope of eligible domestic industry 

Furthermore the company has expressed its support to the petition and 
has provid®d its costing information. Should Herdillia be excluded from the 
eigible domestic producers, the petitioner would command significantly 
more than 50 A of Indian Production. Further, - ■ uid Herdillia be included 
as an eligible domestic producer, then petitioner along with support 
commands more than 50% of Indian Production. The petitioner, therefore, 
satisfies standing requirement in all the circumstances and constitute 
domestic industry within the meaning of the Rules. 


It would be worthy to mention here that the all imports made 
were for exports of Phenol derivatives only, under advance 
earlier clarified by the company. 


by Herdillia 
license, as 
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In response to the disclosure, Petitioner reiterates its earlier submissions 
on these issues, which are not being repeated for sake of brevity. 

Examination bv the Authority 

6. The petition has been filed by HOCL, Mumbai on behalf of the 
domestic industry. The petitioners accounts for almost 47% of the total 
Indian production of the subject goods. A large number of 
exporters/importers/users have argued that the petitioners do not have the 
standing to file the applications. They have quoted 5(3) of the anti 
dumping rules which says that the DA shall not initiate any investigations 
pursuant to the application made under sub rule (a) unless It determines 
on the basis of an examination of the degree of support for, or opposition 
to the application expressed by domestic producers of the like product that 
the application has been rhade by or on behalf of the domestic industry 
provided that no investigation shall be initiated if domestic producers 
expressly supporting the application account for less than 25% of the total 
production of the like article by the domestic industry. It has also been 
explained in the sub rules that the application is deemed to have been 
made by or on behalf of the domestic industry if it is supported by those 
domestic producers whose collective output constitutes more thari 50% of 
the total production of the like article produced by that portion of the 
domestic industry expressing, either support for or opposition as the case 
may be to the application. 

The Authority has examined the contention made by 
importers/users/exporters in this regard as well as the evidence available 
on record. It is seen that M/s Herdillia Chemicals Ltd (HCL) is another 
major producer of Phenol in this country and has supported the petition 
filed by HOCL. However the Authority notes that Herdillia Chemicals Ltd 
has imported the subject gods during the POI from the subject 
countries/territories and therefore the Authority has excluded them from 
the scope of Domestic Industry. Excluding Herdillia Chemicals ltd, M/s 
HOCL satisfies the criteria of standing. 

Thus, the Authority holds that the petitioner satisfies the criteria of 
standing to file the petition on behalf of the Domestic Industry in terms of 
Rule 5(3) (a) of the Rules supra. The Authority also proposes to consider 
this petitioner company as ‘domestic industry’ within the meaning of Rule 
2(b) supra. 

Safeguards, Anti Dumping and Double Protection 

7. Views of M/s Meisol. South Africa. Mitsui & Co Ltd, Singapore, M/s 
AtuI Ltd. M/s Foseco Ltd, M/s Kesar Petro. M/s MPCL. Mumbai. FMA, 
Mumbai. ED and Others 
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Safeguard duties are an emergency measure permitted pursuant to 
Article XIX of GATT. It Is applied when domestic industry cannot 
compete with the sudden increase in imports. Prior to the imposition of 
safeguard duties, the Domestic Industry must be suffering from “serious 
injury’. This serious injury must have been caused by the sudden 
increase of imports. 

Unlike in the Anti Dumping sphere, where the Authority may recommend 
duties to the full extent of the dumping margin, in the Safeguard sphere 
there is no such concept duties under safeguard sphere can be maximum 
to address the serious injury by the sudden increase in imports. 
Countervailing duties on the other hand are duties imposed in the 
exporting country. Countervailing duties are also country specific and 
exporter specific, as in the case of Anti Dumping Duties. In view of the 
jurisprudence above, it is conceivable that both countervailing duties and 
anti dumping duty may co-exist as the “material injury’ can be 
compensated in terms of the dumping margin and the subsidy margin, 
thus, it is possible to have duties simultaneously. However, in the case of 
safeguard duties, the only measure for imposition of duty is the serious 
injury to the domestic industry. It Is a matter of consensus that the "serious 
injury” is far greater than ‘material injury and subsumes the latter. Clearly, 
it is inherent that there is an admission of serious injury being caused by 
the sudden increase in imports, thus, warranting the imposition of 
safeguard duty, there can be no imposition of anti dumping duties which 
require a causal link between the material injury and the dumping. 

In view of the above, it is submitted that there can be no imposition of anti 
dumping duties and safeguard duties on the same product. 

Safeguard duty is primarily protection granted to compensate for 'serious 
injury’ brought about out by the technological state of the domestic 
industry of the Member state. It is for this precise reason that the WTO 
agreements provide for the payment of compensation to the affected 
Member States. 

Thus, it is clear that the law in India precludes the imposition of both anti 
dumping duty/countervailing duty and safeguard duty 

M/s Mitsui & Co has pointed out that as against the concept of ‘serious 
injury’ to the domestic injury to the domestic industry under the safeguard 
provisions, the Anti dumping Rules provide only for material injury. Thus, if 
sufficient duties have been recommended for removing material injury, 
which under the very same Act is a less serious situation. Thus, it is 
obvious that an anti dumping investigation cannot be initiated in a case 
where safeguard duties have been recommended taking into account 
almost the same period of investigation 
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The International Price of phenol during the POI for anti dumping has 
remained at the same at US $ 382 PMT as the price based on which SGD 
Protection for phenol was extended. Thus, extension of SGD was 
sanctioned on the ground that international price of phenol of $382 PMT 
and the price remain at the same level. Therefore, there is no justification 
for sanctioning additional protection in form of anti dumping duty. 

It is to be further noted that the grounds on which this safeguard 
application was made exactly the same as the grounds mentioned in the 
present petition for imposition of anti dumping duty namely increase in 
imports from South Africa and Singapore from April 2001 and more 
particularly major increase in imports from July 2001. 

While recommending Safeguard duty on phenol DG (Safeguard) had 
obtained commitment from phenol manufacturers that they would achieve 
cost reduction of Rs.6000/MT. Thus, profit of phenol must have gone up to 
the extent of saving per annum since such saving were not passed on to 
the customers. 

In response to the disclosure, M/s Kesar Petroproducts Ltd, Mumbai 
submits that SGD must be considered for working out the landed value 
from subject countries. On the Issue of safeguard duty and Anti Dumping 
Duty, M/s Merisol RSA, has asked the Authority to verify that 
methodologies for calculating serious injury and material injury are 
synchronized and though the Injury analysis is for different periods, 
practically the burden is on the consumer in two folds as duties are 
prospective. M/s Mitsui & Co has submitted that there Is an over lapping 
of the POI for the Anti Dumping Investigations and safeguard 
investigations and the Authority has not addressed the Issue of as to how 
the concept of material injury is different in scope than the scope of 
serious injury. EU, in response to the disclosure has submitted that 
concrete evidence must,be provided to aall parties showing that double 
protection has been avoided. 

Views by Domestic Industry 

8. It can be argued that this is the first product wherein safeguard duty 
is in force and anti dumping duty has been recommended. However, there 
is no legal basis argued by any Interested party to state that the two duties 
cannot run concurrently. Countervailing duty and anti dumping duty have a 
condition which prohibit simultaneous application of anti dumping duty and 
countervailing duty. More importantly, even when there is specific legal 
provision that anti dumping duty and countervailing duties can not be 
applied simultaneously, there is no legal provision that the safeguard duty 
and anti dumping duty can not be applied simultaneously. Thus, the entire 
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argument of the other interested parties is without any legal basis Thus 

strictly speaking, the safeguard duty regulation does not provide tb,at anti 

dumping duty and safeguard duty can not be applied simultar eousll 
against the same injury icuuoiy 

/ 

It is a matter of common knowledge that Indian Exporters are sufferino 

exJoirtr ®i™'teneously ag ainst their 

exports to Other Countries. When other countries can impo.'se the two 

simuitaneous^"^°^^'^’ tje imposed 

In a situation wherein the import price were earlier fair but fjecame unfair 
subsequently due to various reasons, it is obvious that the rjumpinq of the 
product starts in subsequent period. In the instant case there was no 
imports (in 1999 and before) were at 'dumping prices 
However, there is a positive evidence available now that t'ne imports are at 
unfair and dumped prices. When the market situation and behavior of 
imports has changed, naturally, the domestic industry would be entitled to 

fPrf p®* otherwise, dumping of the product has 

surfaced with the imposition of safeguard duty on the,- product Naturally 
the safeguard duty would is taking care of that part rjf the injury which is 
due to fairly priced imports and industry requires protection in terms of anti 
dumping duty when dumping has surfaced. 

Review 2 was initiated by the Director General (Safeguards) on 22'*' 
October 2001. Though, the period investigation by the Directto? Genial 
(Safeguards) overlaps with the period being investigated by the 
Designated Ai^ority, the scope of this reviev/ 2 was restricted to 
extension of safeguard duty to developing countries (which were not in the 
purview of the duty). The initiation notification of review 2 states as unde^ 
in this regard, 

examined and it appears that prima facie the imports 
of Phenol from the aforementioned developing countries are more than 
d^minimus level stipulated under section 78B of the Customs Tariff Act 
.1?^^ end accordingly it has been decided to initiate review proceedings 
through this notice The purpose of the review is to determine whether 
such notified developing countries are eligible to the exemption from 

F^yment of safeguard duty on imports of Phenol from these countries" 

(Emphasis added). 

In response to the disclosure, on the issue of the adding of safeguard 
duty for the calculation of the landed value, the domestic industry submits 
hat . while on the one hand safeguard duty has been included in the 
toded price of imports, the non-injurious price has been lowered for the 
domestic industry on account of optimization and normations. Should the 
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safeguard duty be included in the calculations, there is then no justification 
for calculating optimum cost of production. The cost of production should 
then be taken at actual levels. 


Examination bv the Authority 

9. It has been argued by various interested parties that since the 
safeguard duty has been imposed on the subject goods originating from 
the subject countries, there is no need for any Anti-Dumping duty as 
safeguard duty has addressed the issue of serious injury which is a part of 
material injury that Anti-Dumping duty addresses. There are also 
arguments that after having got the redressal by way of safeguard duty, 
the domestic industry can not have double benefit by the way of ant 
dumping duty also. It has been further argued that the cost savings 
measures that the domestic Industry was required to do has not been 
passed on to consumers. There are also arguments regarding the lack of 
enough Jurisprudence in this matter. It has also been pointed out that 
Indian Exporters are suffering anti dumping duty and countervailing duties 
simultaneously against their exports to Other Countries. 

The Authority has examined the issues concerning this case where 
safeguard duty has been imposed prior to the initiation of anti dumping 
Investigations and concludes that The PQI in the safeguard investigation 
was different than the present investigation and hence the injury 
determination cannot be assumed to be the same and correlated. It has 
also been examined and confirmed by the Authority that the purpose of 
the second review in 2001 was to determine whether such notified 
developing countries are eligible to the exemption from payment of 
safeguard duty on imports of Phenol from these countries. 

With regard to the argument that the DG, Safeguards has removed 
serious injury and the same implied removal of material injury also, the 
Authority notes that the nature of injury has changed with exporters now 
resorting to unfair pricing from a situation of fair pricing (safeguard duty). 
The Authority concludes that petitioner now needs the protection of anti 
dumping when the exporters have resorted to unfair pricing of their 
products. Hence, there is no merit in the argument raised by 
exporters/users regarding double protection being accorded to the 
petitioner. It has been claimed by the exporters and importers/users that 
imposition of anti dumping duty would amount to double protection to the 
domestic industry. On the other hand the domestic industry has submitted 
that the safeguard duty has been imposed on the imports of the subject 
goods to take into account injuries (serious injury) coming out of fair 
imports as against unfair imports for which anti dumping duty is required. 
The authority has carefully considered the issues in this regard and notes 
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that the purpose of Anti dumping investigations is to examine whether the 
firm is undergoing any injury due to unfair imports from subject countries 
during POI. The Authority feels that occurrence of injury is common in anti 
dumping and safeguard investigations and the imposition of anti dumping 
and safeguard duty is to grant protection to the domestic industry for a 
limited timeframe against dumped/unfair and fair imports respectively. The 
authority concludes that while calculating injury margin, the safeguard duty 
would be taken Into account in determining landed value of subject goods 
from the subject countries. 

period of Investigation ! 

Views by M/s Foseco Ltd. FMA. Mumbai and Others 

10 It is also stated that the period of investigation is not representative 
because apart from being a small period of 9 months it was abnormal 
period since there was major addition to supply of phenol in the world 
market due to commissioning of MPSL new plant of 2,00,000 MT capacity 
and depressed market demand. The phenol industry always under goes 
cyclic variations production, sales, closing stock and prices of finished 
product. 

The petitioner has stated that dumping of phenol started since July 2001 
and has submitted statistics up to Nov 2001 only. It is submitted that this 
period of 5 months is too short a period for taking a decision on long-term 
measure like imposition of Anti Dumping Duty. 

Views of Petitioner 

11. At one place, it has been stated that there is no bar or limitations on 
the power to the Designated Authority to pick any particular period as 
period of investigation. In the same paragr^h, other statement states that 
six months period is too short for investigation. 

We submit that the statement of the opposing Interested parties is 
contradictory. When, there is no bar, the Designated Authority has 
discretion to choose any period as Investigation period. Neither WTO 

agreement nor Indian Anti Dumping Rules provides any restrictions in this 
regard. 

Examination of the Authority 

12, The Authority has taken POI from 1®' April 2001 - 31“ December 
2001 being the most recent period for the investigation when this case 
was initiated on IS'” February 2002. This period was also taken because 
of the closing of the quarters and the feasibility of getting the complete 
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data. The Authority confirms that nine months time is adequate and just 
for Anti Dumping Investigation since it also synchronizes with the three 
quarters for which the relevant data could be available. 

Fixed Duty, Variable Duty and Ad valorem Duty 

Views of M/s AtuI Ltd. M/s Foseco Ltd, Government of Maharastra, 
Mumbai and Alta Labs. MPCL and Others 

13. Without prejudice to our stand, that initiation of investigation is 
improper and further processing of the investigation should be 
discontinued, we suggest imposition of graded anti dumping duty if the 
authorities decide to go ahead with the imposition of anti dumping duty. 
As the calculations of injury and dumping margin are based on a price of 
US $ 360/- per MT we suggest imposition of AD duty in suitable slabs of 
GIF prices till the injury is taken care of beyond which there should not by 
any levy of anti dumping duty. 

If it is still felt that Anti Dumping Duty is to be levied it should be based on 
import price of US $ 360 with reducing duty structure on increase in 
phenol price and at imports of US $ 450 there should be “zero” Anti 
Dumping Duty- which should protect the domestic consumers and 
domestic industry, as domestic industry need protection between phenol 
price of US $ 360-450 PMT. 

In response to the disclosure, M/s Kesar petroproducts Ltd, has 
requested that if at all such duty is to be considered then it should be 
linked such that no duty is levied for import price above US$ 450PMT. 

Views of the Petitioner: 

14. With regard to the argument on graded duty, it is submitted that the 
duty has to be lower of dumping margin and injury margin. So long 
as the margins remains unchanged, the duties cannot be modified. 

Examination bv the Authority 

Anti Dumping duty has to be the lower of the dumping margin and 
injury margin. Graded duty would imply that the test of lower of the 
dumping margin and injury margin would not be met. 

Demand and Supply, Monopoly and Indian Industries Interest 

15. Views of M/s Ficom Organics Ltd. Mumbai. Kesar Petroproducts. 
M/s Foseco. Pune, and Others 
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Various interested parties have commented on the fact that there is a 
large supply and demand gap and there is inadequate domestic 
indigenous domestic manufacturing capacity which is the major reason for 
the imports of Phenol. They have also highlighted the fact that M/s Mitsui 
Singapore Ltd (MPSL) set up a new plant with the latest technology which 
enabled it to sell phenol at a very competitive price. They have also 
highlighted on the net shortfall between the consumption and combined 
production capacity of the two domestic players in India. 

In response to the disclosure. M/s Kesar petroproducts Ltd, have 
brought the attention of the - Authority towards the demand & supply 
situation in the Indian market coupled with adverse duty structure for 
phenol users and internal problem of the petitioner. They have further 
highlighted the issue regarding the current price increase and supply 
constraint. M/s Ficom organics Ltd, M/s Ficom Organics Ltd, Mumbai, 
has highlighted the fact that there is an acute shortage of Phenol in the 
market and Indian Phenol manufacturers are not at all able to fulfill their 
contractual fulfillments on supply of Phenol. They have also Informed of a 
price hike of more than 70% in a year of the subject goods and have 
requested that in the interest of the entire Industry, Anti Dumping duty on 
Phenol be removed with the immediate 


Views of the Petitioner: 

16. Public interest can not imply consumer interest. Imposition of anti 
dumping duty would be in public interest as it would help maintaining 
availability of wider choice to the consumers of subject goods, which is 
necessary for fair competition. In fact, Director General (Safeguards) has 
in particular held that imposition of safeguard duty was in the public 
interest. When safeguard duty was in the public Interest, there is no basis 
or reasoning to argue that imposition of anti dumping duty would not be in 
the public interest. 

It would also be relevant to point out that all the arguments on the issue of 
public interest are unsupported with the Rules. 

In response to the disclosure, the domestic Industry submits that 
monopoly means a situation in which a producer can dictate the price. We 
reiterate that when there are more than a producer, there can not be 
monopoly and when a producer is in a position to dictate the price, there 
can not be a situation of dumping and injury. 

Examination by the Authority 

17. It has also been argued by some Interested parties that HOCL, is the 
only producer of the subject goods in the country besides Herdillia which 
has been taken over by Schenectady and therefore, the present petition 
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has been filed by them to avoid any competition. Further, the total 
capacity of the petitioner is short of the demand of Phenol in the country 
and the size of the plant is too small to cater to total demand of the in 
this country. It has also been argued that the technology used by the 
domestic industry is obsolete. Issues have also been raised regarding 
the poor quality of the goods produced by the domestic industry as well 
as the methodology adopted for apportionment of fixed costs, 
depreciation and overheads to the production of Phenol. It has also 
been stated that the prices of exports to India are at the prices prevailing 
in international market. 

The Authority has examined the above issues. The purpose of anti 
dumping duty Is to ensure that any injury caused to the domestic 
industry due to dumping is addressed adequately. The fact that there is 
a single producer of the subject goods in the'country (apart from Herdillia 
which has been taken over by Schenectady) does not, in any way, 
restrict the right of the domestic producers to claim relief from the 
Designated Authority against the dumped imports under the Anti 
Dumping Rules. It has been the accepted position that anti dumping duty 
is in the nature and form of providing a remedy against the trade 
distorting practice of dumping. Further, anti dumping duties do not 
propose to restrict or block imports from any sources and therefore, the 
issue of the domestic supply being short of the total consumption in the 
country, has no relevance. Also since alternative sources of supply are 
available to the Indian industrial users, the apprehension of the petitioner 
company exercising monopoly position to exploit the customers is 
misplaced. 


Internal problems, long shut down, Low closing stocks and 
inefficient productions of the Petitioner 

Views of M/s Kesar Petrooroducts Ltd, and Others 

18. Various interested parties have commented upon the fact that 
internal problems of the petitioner industry coupled with the long shut 
down period during the April- May 2001 with low closing stocks were the 
main reason for the injury to the domestic Industry and not the dumped 
imports. Few interested parties have also mentioned about the inefficient 
nature of the production of the domestic Industry. They have also referred 
to the fact that low closing stocks during May month prompted the user 
industries to go in for the imports. 

In response to the disclosure. M/s Kesar Petroproducts Ltd, have 
reiterated its earlier submissions. 
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Views of t he Petitioner 

19. The petitioner has submitted that there is a direct correlation 
bebveen production and sales volume of the product by the Indian 
manifacturer and imports from subject countries. Sales volume of the 
domestic Industry got adversely affected with consumers switching over to 
imports. In March 2001 i.e. juts prior to the period of the investigation, 
there was significant import bookings by the exporters, which landed in 
April and thereafter. Effect of these bookings were felt on the sales volume 
of the petitioner and consequently upon the production. In April 2001, the 
production and sales were **** and **** MT and considering the stock level 
of **** MT as also significant order bookings by the exporters, the 
domestic Industry decided to take a shutdown in the plant In May 2001. In 
spite of no production, the domestic industry continue, to meet the 
requirement and brought the inventory levels to realistic levels of MT. 

In June, July and August, production of the domestic industry was 
comparatively higher. However, availability of dumped material f^sulted 
into significant inventory pile up from *** MT in May to **** MT by August. 

This was higher than average monthly sales during that perioid. In 
September, the domestic industry restricted its production and made 
hard efforts to sell its produce at reduced prices. This resulted in higher 
sales volume and reduction in the inventory levels. The Company, 
therefore, once again increased its production in October, which was 
almost double than September. However, again due to arrival of 
significant dumped imports in the market, saies volume remained sluggish 
and inventories increased to a level of almost average monthly sales 
during that period. In November, company again restricted Its production. 
However, it did not help the company in reducing inventories significantly 
as sales volumes did not pick up. In December 2001, production of the 
domf *tic industry was comparatively higher. Even after reducing selling 
price and offering material at loss, the company was not able to sell the 
material resulting into decline in sales volume and higher inventories. 

In tesponse to the disclosure, with regards to the low closing stocks, domestic 
industry submits that the statement is far away from facts, in all months of the 
period of investigation, the domestic Industry had sufficient stocks to meet the 
demand of the product. Even at the time of shutdown, the domestic industry had 
sufficient stocks, which were sufficient to meet sales during the shut down • 
periods. 


Examination bv the Authority 

20, The Authority has verified the records of the company from the data 
supplied by them and it notes that due to the dumping of the subject 
goods from the subject countries, the domestic industry was not able to 
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sell the subject goods resulting into decline in the sales volume and higher 
inventories. 

Issue regarding Current Price increase and Current Supply c onstraints 


Views of M/s Foseco Ltd and Others 

21. It may kindly be noted that plant set up by Mitsui Phenol Singapore 
Ltd. of 2,00,000 tone capacity is now being used solely for its own captive 
consumption for manufacturing BPA and they have stopped selling phenol 
totally. The sale by this plant in POl was thus a temporary event which 
should be ignored for deciding the matter. 

It may also be mentioned that recently there has been a major fire In 
Albama Plant in Texas, USA of 4 lacs MT capacity, which has affected the 
supply of phenol in the world market. 

Views of the Petitioner: 

22. Post period investigation facts have no relevance in the present 
investigation period. Without prejudice, the parameter can not be seen In 
isolation. Another factor of equal importance is the prices of associated 
raw materials and their impact on the cost of production. It would be 
worthy to mention here that crude oil prices in post Investigation period 
have reached to more than double level. The relevant factor possibly is 
cost adjusted prices and a minimum period of six months (even though 
these interested parties have argued that even six months period is too 
short a period). Petitioner notes that while these interested parties argue 
that dumping should be seen over a period longer than six months, factors 
such as present temporary prices over a short period of 1 -3 months are 
arguably sufficient to decide the present investigation. 


Other Issues 
M/s HPCL Mumbai 

Calculations of Landed Value of imports for determination of injury margin 

23. It is found from the preliminary findings^ that the Designated 
Authority has included the safeguard duty in force for calculation of landed 
value of imports. The calculation is inconsistent with the practice being 
followed for determination of injury margin 
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Duty on packed phenol 

24. Since the Designated Authority has considered it appropriate to 
determine separate duty for packed and loose phenol, domestic industry 
would like to provide information with regard to packing cost involved in 
case of packed phenol. It is requested that such information may kindly be 
taken into account while calculating non injurious price for packed phenol. 

The statement of opposing interested parties that HOCL is the only 
producer is factually incorrect as it is a well known fact, known to opposing 
interested parties also that the HOCL is one of the three producers of 
Phenol in India. 

The installed capacity of the petitioner is 40000 MT. At the time of making 
application for safeguard duty, the domestic industry has draw adjustment 
plan and accordingly necessary changes have been made. Accordingly, 
effective capacity of the domestic industry is 49000 MT. 

Views expressed by M/s Schenectady Herdillia Mumbai 

25. Our company has pioneered the manufacture of phenol in India by 
the synthetic route and have been manufacturing this product since 1968. 
Apart from this, for the last over a decade, we have been manufacturing 
derivatives of phenol as well. We have been exporting significant 
quantities of phenol derivatives for which we had imported phenol duty 
free. All our imports of phenol during the Investigation period were under 
DEEC Scheme/Advance License. 

We have already the supported the application made by Hindustan 
Organic Chemicals Ltd. (HOCL) for levy of Anti Dumping duty on phenol 
imported from the subject countries. 

The data provided by us is open for verification by the officers of your 
Honorable Directorate. The data provided by us for the Investigation 
period clearly shows that we have suffered injury due to dumping. 

Since major portion of phenol derivatives manufacture by us is exported, 
the captive consumption for our own phenol (for manufacture and sale of 

derivatives in domestic market) is a very small portion of our domestic 
production. 

Our company has no objection for being included as a part of the domestic 
Industry. Likewise, our company has no objection to being excluded from 
the domestic industry for the purpose of said investigation. 
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M/s Merisol S.A South Africa 

26. Use of data filed by Merisol at para43 page 37 of the Prelimlriary 
Findings, the Hon’ble Designated Authority has noted that the ‘the 
authority has, therefore, taken the port data furnished by Kandia Customs 
for imports of subject goods from EU and all bulk imports from South 
Africa. It is submitted that Merisol is the only exporter of this product 
under consideration from South Africa. The data filed by Merisol Is true 
and complete representing all drum and bulk imports from South Africa, 
thus, it is submitted that the exporters data be accepted as full and 
complete and all calculations be made on this basis. 

The petitioners cite the example of Polyol as a basis for the co-existence 
of Anti dumping duty and safeguard duties. However, it is clear from the 
sequence of events that at the time of discontinuance of safeguard duties, 
no anti dumping duty had come Into force. 

At the outset, it must be stated that the Hon’ble Designated Authority 
has erred by relying only on the information provided by M/s. HOCL and 
has ignored the data of M/s. Schenectady Herdillia by ruling them out of 
being domestic industry. It may please be noted that M/s HOCL has 
historically been an inefficient enterprise and basing all the Injury 
calculations on the HOCL data is causing extreme hardship to the 
consuming industry. 


M/s Mitsui &Co. Singapore 

27. In para 35 of the preliminary findings, the information related to cost of 
production, net sales realization and profit and loss has been indexed with 
reference to the year 1998-99. In this connection, we wish to submit that 
the figures of the period of Investigation cannot be compared to 1998-99 
as a proper analysis would require that the comparisons are made with 
the immediately preceding period unless reasons to the contrary are 
demonstrated. 

M/s AtuI Ltd. Mumbai 

28. We wish to mention here that AtuI Limited is a Rs.600 crore turnover 
company belonging to the Lalbhai group having diversified Interests in 
various fields. Our Agrochemicals division manufacturers wide range of 
pesticides (herbicides and fungicides) and cater to domestic as well as 
export market. We are the major end user of phenol in pesticide Industry 
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proposed imposition of anti 

dumping duty on phenol imports. ^ 

Authorities have already accepted in para 8 of part D that HCL is another 

he^^that ^n^airfL^® ““"‘fh P®*'‘'on. We submit that 

here that in all fairness, the same yardstick should be applied for 

recnn^fd!r®th''^"°“^ Provisions of the act and the Authorities should 
reconsider their exclusion from the investigation. 

Imposition of Anti Dumping Duty does not serve public interest: 

This would lead to heavy losses and in turn closure of the units. 

Retrenchment of labour creating labour unrest/unemployment 

Reduction in export hence loss of valuable foreign exchange to the 
country. 

M/s Foseco 

5® °'^® *'’® '^’■9®®* speciality chemical supplier to the 

Foundry and steel industries, mainly consisting of automotive general 
engineering railways, valves and associated small foundry ancHlaries 
who are catering to the auto manufacturers. As you are aware due to 
continuous recession and the slack in the ecxinomy ,^^0 above 
mentioned foundries (viz. automotive, general enginLring rai£s 

* '^® .f^® *° ^l^sorb the increased cost since we are 

unablo to rocover th6 same from the end users. 

High prices of phenol has made the operational cost of the phenol user 
industry non-viable and same units are closing down. 

It may be noted that the fluctuation in selling prices of phenol is result of 

dumping. It can be seen that prices of phenol have since been increased 
by phenol man^acturers by Rs.4000 pmt and prices of acetone have also 

M/s Kesar Petroproducts 

ofsonr^PA Bisphenol-A (BPA) having rated capacity 

of 5000 TPA. Our requirement of phenol is 0.966 MT per MT of BPA^ We 

nhpn!^'’Th® '^‘^®‘°"® P®’’ MT BPA) which is a joint product of 

'^® ®'^® ‘^®P®"‘^®"‘ Phenol manufacturers of our 

production programme and have been buying our requirements of ohenol 
•nd ««ons f,™ HOC. W. h.» taS ilSi^ 
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with HOC and have received highly sati$factory service from them in 
terms of deliveries, product information, terms of payment etc. 

It is, however, experienced that price of phenol as' well as acetone are 
very frequently revised upwards under a joint strategy followed by the two 
phenol manufacturers. For every increase of R$.1000 in the price of 
phenol, the manufacturing cost of BPA goes up by Rs.1000 per MT. We 
are not able to pass on these increases in the c6st of production to our 
customers since BPA is available in the international at a very competitive 
price and in order to retain our customers we have to absorb such 
increases which result in our operations becoming unprofitable. 

M/s Ficom Organics 

31.We were one of the largest manufacturers of Alkyl Phenols in India 
since 1983 to 1998 and were consuming large quantity of phenol from 
M/s. Hindustan Organics Chemicals Limited, (HOCL), Cochin. However, 
in the process of globalization, import duties have been reduced 
drastically from original level of 100% to 30% on Alkyl phenols thereby 
opening up the gates of cheaper imports of Alkyl phenols in to India from 
nearby countries. We could not compete them as we had no 
direct/indirect protection and also no control on phenol price as there were 
only two manufacturers of phenol. 

We have not been able to operate the plant at full capacity as phenol 
supply from HOCL is erratic. 

When Indian manufacturers are not able to meet domestic demand there 
Is no alternative for the consumers of phenol but to import and if anti' 
dumping duty is levied in such a situation, especially manufacturers like us 
who will be forced to ohce again shut their plant due to high cost of their 
finished goods. 

International prices are currently ruling around US $ 750/MT. At such a 
high price coupled with local customs duty, safeguard duty, special 
additional duty and storage cost we do not see any justification of still to 
levy anti dumping duty as this will seriously affect the consufners of phenol 
who will be forced to import due to non-availability from domestic 
manufacturers. In such a situation dumping of phenol in India is just not 
possible. 

At this juncture, we would also request you to make anti dumping duty 
applicable on range of Alkyl Phenols being produced in India as we also 
need equal protection from other countries against cheaper imports. 
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Govt of Maharastra. Department of Energy 

32. A number of representations have been received from manufacturers 
of downstream products based on phenol in Maharashtra to the effect that 
imposition of such duties will be extremely harmful to them and many of 
them may have to discontinue or drastically reduced their production since 
they are already selling their products below cost of production due to 
international competition. 

It is requested that the matter'may be viewed very carefully in the longer 
interest of phenol manufacturers as well as phenol users which is required 
in the interest of long term growth of phenol and phenol based industry. 

M/s MPCL 


33.lt may be considered that like the petitioner, the phenol users are also 
domestic industry which requires market conditions in which it can survive. 
Thus, a view has to be taken on how to protect the interest of the domestic 
industry as a whole and not only the interest of the petitioners who have 
much more financial strength than the downstream small and medium 
sector users of the petitioners product. 

M/s Praaati Chemicals 

34. They have pointed out towards high profitability of Phenol plant and 
also the fact that HOC was an importer of phenol earlier. They have also 
pointed out the fact that like the petitioners, phenol users are also 
domestic industry, which requires market conditions in which it can 
survive. 

Alta Laboratories 

35. We are manufacturers of Bulk Drugs & Fine Chemicals mainly 
Salicyclic Acid & its derivatives and phenol is our basic raw material. Prior 
to the year 1987 M/s. Herdlllla Chemicals Ltd. was the sole manufacturer 
of phenol and we had to face all sorts of problems, which are inherent in a 
monopolistic supplier. With the advent of M/s. Hindustan Organic 
Chemicals Limited, we were optimistic that the situation would improve, 
but it was only an Illusion. 

Like petitioner we are also a domestic industry and we require market 
conditions in which we can survive.. Our main product Aspirin is subject to 
statutory price control under DPCO and Govt, expects us to sale this drug 
at reasonable price. Aspirin contributes more than 60% of our sales 
turnover. Thus, a view has to be taken on how to protect the interest of the 
domestic Industry as a whole and not only the interest of the petitioners. 
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All India Association of Industries 

36. We Iik 9 to bring to your notice that one of our members has been 
seriously affected by way of heavy increase in input cost of phenol 
imported Europe, Singapore and South Africa. 

The Speciality chemical is supplied mainly to the Foundry and Steel 
Industries, mainly consisting of automotive, general engineering, railways, 
valves and associated small industry ancillaries, who are catering to the 
auto manufacturers. 

Hence, for survival of the foundry industry and foundry chemical suppliers, 
it is requested that the anti dumping duty should not be imposed and look 
forward to your valued response. 

European Union 

37. In addition, the European Commission would like to draw your 
attention to what seems to be an incoherent use of information. When 
determining whether exports from the EU were below the De Minimis 
threshold, the Designated Authority has used data as submitted by the 
petitioner allegedly due to the incompleteness of published data from the 
DGCI&S. 

The assertion by the DA that 'the landed value of imports has been found 
to be significantly lower than the domestic industry’s net sales realization 
should led to an even more demanding analysis of all factors causing 
injury, as determined under Article 3.4 of the WTO AD Agreement 

Given the above, it is submitted that the current anti dumping investigation 
must be terminated. 

Examination bv the Authority regarding Current Price Increase . Current 
Supply constraints and Other Issues raised 

1. It has been recognized by the Authority consistently that the imposition 
of anti dumping duty may have some impact on the prices of the 
product in the market. However, at the same time, the Authority has 
consistently held that the relative competitiveness of the users would 
not be affected with imposition of anti dumping duty. In the long run. 
Users would have assured supply of material at reasonable prices. 

2. There have been arguments that the Indian Producers jointly resort to 
price increases. In case the Indian Producers increase the prices 
beyond a certain limits, there would be automatic check on the same 
by way of imports. 
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3. The fact that there is a single producer of subject goods in the country 
and does not, in any way. restrict the right of domestic producer to 
claim relief from the Authority against the dumped imports under anti¬ 
dumping rules. It has been the accepted that anti-dumping duty is In 
the nature and form of providing a remedy against trade distorted 
practice of dumping. Further, anti-dumping duties do not propose to 
restrict or block imports from any sources and, therefore, the issue of 
domestic supply being short of the total consumption in the country, 
has no relevance. Also, since alternative sources of supply are 
available to the Indian users, the apprehensions of user industry, in 
this regard, are misplaced. 

4. With regards the point raised by various interested parties about 
domestic Industry being an inefficient supplier of the subject goods, the 
Authority holds that it has determined injury margin considering the 
optimum costs of the production. 


C. Normal Value, Export Price and Dumping Margin 

Issues relating to the Dumping Margin 

Views by M/s Mitsui & Co. Singapore and others. 

38. It appears that the dumping margins worked out for various countries 
are not based'on the actual cost data, but is based on constructed cost by 
the petitioner. There is a wide variation and the data requires proper 
scrutiny. We support the views expressed by the exporters M/s. Mitsui & 
Co. and Merisol as covered in the preliminary findings. 

The Authority has worked out the dumping marking in case MPSL at 
28.75% of export price and for Mitsui & Co. at 28.5% of export price. In 
case of Merisol, South Africa the dumping margin is estimated at 42.24% 
for bulk sales and 36.48% for drum sales. It is however seen in case of 
European Union the dumping margin is taken as 97.72% based on the 
constructed cost of production as worked out by the petitioner. It is 
submitted that there cannot be such big difference in the dumping margin 
in Singapore, South Africa and European Union since the manufacturing 
process and cost of raw materials will not be so different as to justify such 
variation. 

In response to the disclosure, M/s Kesar Petroproducts Ltd, submits that 
dumping margin appears to be very high and exporters of Phenol being 
major players in the world, domestic user would suffer serious injury if AD 
is levied based on such unrealistic dumping margin. On the issue of 
methodology of calculation of dumping margin, M/s Merisol,RSA, an 
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exporter has requested the Authority to reconsider the use of best 
information I.e 6(8) as the exporter had commercial constraints and 
challenges to part with the information requested. They have concluded 
that margin of dumping Is inflated and erroneous, factors do not indicate 
injury, and causal link is not established and duty recommended is 
unjustifiably high. On the Issue of Dumping, M/s Mitsui & Co have 
highlighted the fact that Issue of various appendices pertaining to the 
exporters questionnaire are not relevant to them as they are a trading 
company and hence their cost of production details are irrelevant. 


Views of the Petitioner 

39. Designated Authority sent initiation notification along with 
questionnaire proforma to the known exporters/producers in subject 
countries as also embassies of the subject countries in India. Only two 
companies from Singapore and South Africa and one trader from 
Singapore has responded to the Designated Authority. It is acknowledged 
in the preliminary findings that none of the exporters have furnished 
complete response in the form and manner prescribed and vital 
information was withheld by the exporters/ producers. Even after 
acknowledging that the exporter has not provided complete information, 
partial information has been accepted and dumping margin determined in 
the preliminary findings, resulting in lower dumping margin. It is worthy to 
note that the deficiencies in the response are in the nature of information 
consciously withheld by the exports, s. Such being the case, acceptance of 
partial response is nothing but a bonus to the exporters for providing 
partial response. 

40. The Designated Authority has determined separate dumping 
margin for 

a) Mitsui & Company, 

b) Mitsui Phenol Singapore 

The response filed by Mitsui & Company states that the goods exported 
by the company were goods produced by Mitsui Phenol Singapore. This is 
in response to the question in the questionnaire with regard to identity of 
the producer. Followings are relevant in this regard: - 

Since Mitsui & Company is not a producer of the subject goods, the 
company is not entitled for determination of dumping margin in isolation. 
At best, the company could seek fixation of anti dumping duty rate along 
with the concerned producer. 
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Since Mitsui & Company and Mitsui Phenol are affiliates, sales made by 
Mitsui & Company should be treated as sales made by Mitsui Phenol 
through its affiliates. Thus, Mitsui & Company is left with no sales which 
did not originate in Mitsui Phenol. Such being the case, Mitsui & Company 
could not have demanded a separate dumping margin. 


The response filed by Mitsui Phenol is deficient to the extent that the 
company has not disclosed the fact that the exports to India were in fact 
carried out by Mitsui & Company. Thus, the same export transaction to 
India has been treated twice for determination of dumping margin - once 
as exports of Mitsui & Company and again as exports of Mitsui Phenol. 


In response to the disclosure, the domestic industry on the issue of 
dumping from M/S Mitsui Phenol Singapore Ltd, maintains that the 
exporter has not furnished profit & loss statement of the company, which 
is very critical for determination of fair cost of production of the company 
(relevant for determination of whether the sales made in the domestic 
market of the exporting country were in ordinary course of trade. As 
regards Mitsui & Co, Designated Authority is fully justified in treating 
exporter as non-cooperative, as vital information has not been provided by 
the company though they maintain that There is no legal basis for the 
exporter to claim separate dumping margin in case the exporter is a 
trader. As regards M/s Merisol, since the exporter has not provided 
information desired by the Authority, it has been rightly held that the 
exporter has not cooperated in the investigations 


Examination bv the Authority 


41. The Authority sent questionnaire to all the known exporters for 
the purpose of determination of normal value in accordance with 
Section 9A(1)©. The Authority received responses from the 
following exporters and exporters association. 

Mitsui & Co Ltd. Singapore Branch. 

Mitsui Phenol Singapore Ltd(MPSL), Singapore. 

Merisol RSA (pty) Ltd, South Africa. 

42. The Authority notes that M/s Mitsui & Company Ltd, 
Singapore Branch is a public company Incorporated and listed iri 
Japan. They have exported to different importers in India during 
POI though they don’t have any domestic sales. On the other hand 
M/s Mitsui Phenol Singapore Pte ltd. Singapore has exported to 
India during the POI through trading houses and they have made 
domestic sales also during this period. 
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Normal value and Export Price determination for Singapore: 

43. Only M/s. Mitsui & Co Ltd, Singapore branch and M/s Mitsui 
Phenol Singapore Ltd. Singapore have responded from amongst 
the exporters of Singapore. M/s Mitsui Phenol Singapore Pte. Ltd. 
has given information relating to sales made in the home market 
and they have given an account of volumes sold along with invoice 
numbers and dates as per appendix I. They have added that they 
had sold phenol into India via Trading Houses and they have given 
customers names and addresses along with the details of shipment 
made. However they have not enclosed any profit and loss 
statement and balance sheets for the last three years in their 
submissions. The Authority also notes that the exporter has not 
submitted any information regarding financing and interests costs 
as required in the Appendix-8,9 and.10 in their submission as per 
their response to the questionnaire . 

However the Authority notes that they have submitted the different 
transactions pertaining to domestic sales by giving invoice 
numbers, date volume sold and rate per unit in Appendix 1. The 
Exporter has also submitted information with regards to Appendix 
3, which shows the export to India and domestic market sales. 
They have also submitted Appendix 4 and Appendix 5. which show 
sales price structure for exports to India and Sales price structure to 
Domestic sales. Further they have submitted the information under 
major heads excepting financial and interests costs as per 
Appendix 8 & 9 which gives the ex factory price for domestic sales 
and sales price for export to India. The Authority, for the purpose of 
preliminary determination, had accepted the data submitted by the 
exporter for normal value and export price determination by taking 
ex factory price for domestic sales as normal value on weighted 
average basis and ex factory price for sales to India as Export price 
also on weighted average basis subject to further verification and 
investigation. The Authority notes that they have not participated in 
the Public hearing conducted by the Authority and have not 
responded to the information sought during the preliminary findings 
and the subsequent letters written by the Authority to them to 
provide additional information as well. The Authority hereby 
declares the exporter as uncooperative and has constructed the 
normal value as per the facts available as per Rule 6(8) as the 
exporter has not submitted the relevant documents even after 
preliminary findings and subsequent letters written to them to 
provide the same. The Authority has therefore assessed the normal 
value for the exporter as per the best Information available. The 
Authority has also accepted the data made available by the 
domestic industry with suitable normation and applicable 
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adjustments. The normal value for this exporter comes to US$ 
per MT. 
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The Authority also notes that the firm has exported **** MT of 
subject goods to India at the rate of US$ **** during the POI and ex 
^ctory price after making all adjustments come to US$**** per MT. 
The Authority has allowed various adjustments as claimed by the 
exporter while arriving at the net export price at the ex. Factory 
^vel. These include discount @ US$ ****per MT, Charges before 
FOB @ US$**** after FOB adjustments @ US$ **** towards 
overseas freight and @ US$ **** towards overseas Insurance on 
basis. The authority has determined normal value as US$ 
per MT and Export price as US$**** per MT. Accordingly the 

dumping Margin comes to US$ **** per MT or 70.88 % of the export 
price. ^ 

M/s Mitsui & Co, Singapore 

44 M/s. Mitsui & Co. Ltd. Singapore Branch has submitted 
similar arguments as made by M/s Mitsui Phenol Pte ltd 
Singapore. They have not submitted any information as per 
Appendix I of the questionnaire. However, as per Appendix III they 
have confirmed that they do not any domestic market sales. They 
have given an account of exports made to India by giving 
customers names and addresses along with details of shipments 
rnade. They have given further information as regards sales price 
structure for exports to India and countries other than India. They 
have also calculated the price at the ex factory level for exports to 
India after making adjustments towards discounts/commissions and 
overseas freights. However they have not submitted any 
information towards appendix VII onwards. . However, the Authority 
had accepted the exporter's submissions for the limited purpose of 
preliminary findings subject to further verification and investigation 
However, after the preliminary findings, the exporter was asked to 
submit the detailed information pertaining to the investigation along 
with the information listed in the preliminary findings but the 
exporter has submitted no relevant information till date. The firm 
has claimed that they made exports to third country and they had 
given an account of third country sales during POI. However the 
Authority notes that the firm has not submitted any information 
listed in the letter written to them on 20"' September 2002 with 
regards to the details of the raw material consumed and their 
expenses, complete details of the utilities, basis of determination of 
adiustments in the Appendix IV, V and VI, profit and loss accounts 
and balance sheet for the POI and three years prior to that etc As 
the required informaHon has not been made available to the 
uthority, the Authority has been constrained to construct the 



normal value as per the best information possible as per Rule 6(8). 
In this regards, the Authority has also accepted the data made 
available by the domestic Industry with applicable adjustments and 
suitable normation as has been done in the case with Mitsui Phenol 
Singapore Ltd. The Authority has therefore determined the normal 
value for Mitsui & Co. Ltd. as US $ **** per MT. From the Exporters 
data, the Authority notes that the firm has exported **** MT of 
subject goods to India for a total value of US $ during the 
period of investigation and their ex factory export price has been 
taken as US $ **** pre MT after making adjustments towards 
discounts/commissions and overseas freigh t. J he Authority has 
allowed discounts/ Commission @ of US$ @ **** , overseas freight 
@ of US $**** , overseas insurance of US$ **** as claimed by the 
exporter on per MT basis. The dumping margin for M/s. Mitsui & 
Co. comes to US$ **** per MT or 60.56 % of export price 



45. As regards determination of normal value for other non¬ 
cooperating exporters, the Authority has taken normal value as 
determined in the case of M/s Mitsui & Co. Singapore as mentioned 
In the preceding paragraph. As regards the export price the 
Authority has taken the lowest export price from Singapore to India 
during POI as the export price for non-cooperating exporters. The 
ex factory export price has been arrived after making adjustments 
towards commission, ocean freight and insurance. The authority 
has determined norma! value as US$ **** per MT and Export price 
as US$**** per MT for non-cooperating exporters. The Dumping 
margin for Non-cooperating exporters comes to US$. **** Per MT 
or 91.70% of the export price. 


Normal Value and export price for Merisol RSA (pty), South 
Africa 


46. M/S. Merisol RSA (pty), South Africa has responded to the 
questionnaire but has given incomplete information with regards to 
the different Annexure. As per the Appendix 1 they have submitted 
detailed information about the various sales in their domestic 
market by mentioning the invoice numbers, volume sold, sales 
value and rate per unit. They have also given invoice numbers of 
their domestic sales with quantity and rate per unit with respect to 
two principal grades, drum sales and bulk sales. In the Appendix 2 
they have submitted an account of Phenol exports to India for the 
POI. They have backed this information by giving an account of 
sales to Indian customers by name giving a breakup of invoice 
values, ocean freight, insurance, commission, etc. In the Appendix 
3 they have given an account of exports to India, sales to third 
countries and also sales in their domestic markets. They have 
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submitted Appendix 4 and 5 giving sales price structure for exports 
to India and sales price structure for their domestic sales. However 
they have not given sufficient information regarding their other 
product s quantity and value. However they have given an account 
of factory costs and profit of exports to India and for their domestic 
market with regards to their bulk and drum sales though they have 
not submitted required information about their financing and 
interests costs and they have not submitted net profit which they 
have added to their ex factory costs in the Appendix 8 and 9. 
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The Authority, after the public hearing, had asked the exporter to 
provide additional information especially relating to the costing and 
had also asked the exporter about their willingness to have the data 
submitted by them verified but the exporter has not replied to the 
Authority letter till date. The exporter was asked to furnish 
information relating to the basis of allocation of expenses to the 
product under consideration, basis of adjustments claimed in the 
various Appendices, copies of profit & loss and balance sheet for 
the POI and three years prior to that, net profit/loss before tax and 
unit selling price in the Appendix VIII and IX amongst others. As the 
exporter has not submitted the required data, the Authority has 
been constrained to determine the normal value as per the best 
information possible as per Rule 6(8). In this regards, the Authority 
has also accepted the data made available by the domestic 
industry with applicable adjustments and suitable normation. 
Normal Value for the bulk sales come to US$ **** per MT and US$ 
per MT from drum sales. As regards determination of export 
price, the Authority notes that the exporter has exported **** MT of 
subject goods to India for a value of US$ **** at the rate of US$ **** 
per MT for bulk sales and ***** for US$**** at the rate of US$**** 
per MT for drum sales. The export price has been determined at 
the ex factory level after making adjustments towards inland freight 
@ US$**** for bulk and US$**** for drum sales on per MT basis. 
Packing @ US$**** per MT in the case of drum phenol has been 
allowed by the Authority. Storage @ US$**** , handling @ US$ 
****, others, @ US$ ****, have been allowed for the bulk sales on 
per tonnage basis. As regards drum sales, commission has been 
allowed @ ****, inland freight @ US$ ****, handling @ US$ ****, 
others @ US$ ****, overseas freight @ US$ ****, overseas 
insurance @ US$**** and shipping charges @ US$ ***** have been 
allowed on per tonnage basis. Thus after all adjustments, the 
export price has been worked out as US$**** for bulk sales and 
US$ **** for drum sales. 

Dumping margin comes to US$ **** per MT or 74.14% of the export 
price for bulk sales and US$ **** per MT or 75.38 % of Export price 
for drum sales. 
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Nomtal Value and Export Price for other exporters from South 
Africa 

47. As regards the export price, the Authority has taken the lowest 
export price from South Africa to India during POI as the export 
price for non-cooperating exporters both for bulk as well as drum 
sales. The authority has determined normal value as US$**** per 
MT and US$**** per MT for bulk sales and drum sales respectively 
as has been done in the case of M/s Merisol Pty Ltd and Export 
price as US$ **** per MT and US$**** pre MT both for bulk sales 
and drum sales respectively for Non-cooperating exporters. 
Dumping margin comes to US$ ***** per MT or 146.87% of Export 
price and US$ **** per MT or 108.69% of export price for bulk and 
drum sales respectively. 

Normal value and Export Price for European Union 

48. The Authority notes that none of the exporters from EU has 
filed any response. As no Information about domestic sales price 
structure of the subject goods, its cost of production in EU and 
other information as per the questionnaire has been furnished, the 
Authority has proceeded to rely upon the best available information 
for determination of normal value. The petitioners have claimed 
normal value in respect of EU on the basis of constructed cost of 
production. The Authority finds that none of the exporters have 
given any information to enable it to determine the norma! value 
based on the domestic sales price. The Authority confirms, in the 
absence of any response from the exporters from subject countries 
In the form and manner prescribed, having made the findings with 
regard to exports from subject countries on the basis of the facts 
available to it as per rule 6(8) supra. 

Accordingly, the Authority has constructed the norma! value on the 
basis of facts available with the applicable adjustments. The normal 
value so determined for EU is US $**** per MT. 

The Authority has taken into account transaction wise data from the 
Information sent by Kandia Port Customs with regards to import 
from EU as this shows higher volumes. The Authority notes that the 
European Union has exported 11878MT for US$5203737 at the 
rate of US$ 438.09 per MT and after making adjustments for ocean 
freight, overseas insurance, commission, port expenses, inland 
freight, the export price comes to US$ **** at the ex factory level. 
The Authority has made adjustments for US$ **** as overseas 
freight, **** for marine insurance, ****% as commission, and US$ 
**** each as port expenses and inland freight as per the best 
information available on per tonnage basis as pre the information 
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made available by the petitioner. The Dumping margin comes to 
US$ **** per MT or 77.87% of the export price. 


Serial No 

Country 

Dumping 

Margin % 

1. 

European Union 

77.88 

2. 

Sinaaoore 

Mitsui & Co. 

60.56 


Mitsui Phenol 
Singapore Ltd. 

70.88 


Other Exporters 

91.70 

3 

South Africa 



a. Merisol, RSA 



I.Bulk sales 

74.14 


2. Drum sales 

75.38 


b. Others 



1. Bulk sales 

146.47 


2. Drum sales 

108.69 


D. Injury; 

Issue regarding Injury Parameters and profitability and Causal Link: 

Views of the M/s Merisol, South Africa. FMA. M/s Mitsui & Co. Mumbai. Praaati 
Chemicals Ltd, and others: 
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49. In para 33 of the preliminary findings, the Authority observed that the 
domestic industry has suffered injury on account of decline in production, 
capacity utilization and increase in inventory. The result is based on erroneous 
principles used for annualizing the period of investigation data. Comments have 
also been made that all the 15 injury parameters have not been examined by the 
Authority. 

Various interested parties have commented upon the fact that HO CL made every 
high profit during the AM01. It is also said that manufacturers of Phenol are cash 
rich today as could be seen from their financial results of the last few years. They 
have also commented upon the fact that Authority has not examined upon the 
fact that there was a causal link between injury and failure of the domestic 
Industry to export. It has also been pointed out that if the interest and 
depreciation of the Hydrogen peroxide plant is. excluded then profit of the profit 
on phenol plant for AM 01 would have been 60.89 Cr. 

In response to the disclosure, the EU has brought the attention of the Authority 
towards the fact that it is required by Article 7.4 of the WTO Anti Dumping 
agreements to apply the lesser duty rule and there is no indication in the 
disclosure that this has been done.- 

Views of the Domestic Industry: 

50. The domestic industry has already provided detailed information to the 
Designated Authority as per parameters prescribed in application proforma. The 
same have been dealt by the Designated Authority In preliminary findings in so 
far considered relevant. 

The specific parameters laid down under the Rules, such as imports from other 
countries, possible contraction In demand, export performance and technological 
factors have not caused injury to the domestic industry. Various parameters 
relating to the Injury Include 

Natural and potential decline in sales: - 

a. Sales volumes of the domestic Industry declined in the investigation period as 
compared to previous years. Sales of the domestic Industry declined in spite of 
alleged excess demand in the country. 

Profits: 

b. The domestic industry was making profits till 2000-01 after imposition of 
safeguard duty. However, in 2'^ quarter of investigation period triggered by the 
commencement of production in Singapore, the exporters from subject countries 
reduced their prices drastically. The domestic industry had no option but to 
reduce its prices even to a level of losses from a situation of profits. Analysi.^ cr 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ [PartI—Sec. I] 

the quarterly performance shows that the profitability of the domestic industry 
kept declining within the investigation period. 

Market share: 

c. Share of subject countries in imports of Phenol in India was just 31.48% in 
2000-01 and increased significantly to 79.43% in period of investigation. Share of 
the subject countries in demand of Phenol in India also increased significantly 
from about 5% in 2000-01 to above 40% in the investigation period. Further, the 
Imports from subject countries increased significantly in relation to production of 
Phenol by the domestic industry. 

Productivity; 

d. The productivity of the domestic industry declined between 98-99 and 
investigation period even after reduction in number of employees. The 

productivity, which was 78.10 in 1998-99 declined to just 46.19 in the 
investigation period. 

Return on investments 

e. Return on investment for the domestic industry for the product under 
consideration was positive up to 2000-01. However, the same become negative 
in the investigation period. 

Utilization of capacity 

f. The capacity utilization of the domestic industry declined. 

Eactors affecting domestic prices , 

Price undercutting 


51 Landed value of imported material from subject countries was significantly 
bel w the selling price of the domestic industry causing severe price undercutting 
in the Indian rnarket. Imports were undercutting prices to a level of more than 
Further the significant price undercutting faced by the domestic industry 
was in spite of significant reduction in the prices by the domestic industry. 

Price suppression/depression 

52. The landed value of imports was not only below the selling price of the 
dornestic industry but also below the cost of production and non injurious price 
for the domestic industry causing severe price suppression/depression in the 
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The magnitude of the margin of dumping: 

53. The dumping margin from the subject countries is not only more than d^ 
minimus but also very significant The impact of dunging on the domestic 
industry is significant. 

Actual and potential negative effects on cash flow: 

54. The cash flow which was negative in 1998-99 became positive thereafter 
till 2000-01. However, cash flow situation of the domestic industry deteriorated 
significantly In the Investigation period after the imports from subject countries 
started in substantial volumes. 

Inventories: 

55. Stocks with the domestic industry increased to such an extent that the 
domestic industry had to take shutdown twice in the investigation period in order 
to reduce its inventory levels. 

Employment: 

56. The employment level with the domestic industry declined between 98-99 
and investigation period even after Increase in capacity. 

Wages: 

57. The domestic industry has no other option but to increase the wages for 
the employees due to the prevailing regulations in the country. 

Growth: - 

58. The domestic industry has enhanced capacity by de-bottlenecking in'an 
effort to reduce the incidence of fixed costs. However, its impact has been 
nullified by the dumped imports. The domestic industry has not been able to grow 
in the investigation period with increasing demand in the market. 

Ability to raise capital investments: 

59. The domestic industry cannot think of raising fresh capital at this stage, 
given the poor performance of its product for some time. 

Capacities with the exporters: 

60. It is submitted that the exporters in the subject countries are holding 
significant surplus capacities. In fact, the new plant which has commenced 
commercial production in Singapore has exports as its primary thrust market. 
Vast Indian market is naturally quite luaative to the exporters. 
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Significa nt increase in the rate of imports- 

61. Imports from the subject countries have very increased very dramatically 
These have shown very high growth rate in a very short period. 

62. It may be seen from the above that Dumping from subject countries 
caused materiai injury to the domestic Industry. The exports from the subject 
countries were causing threat of material injury. 

Examination bv the Authority 


63. The principles for determination of injury set out in Annexure-ll 
of the Anti- Dumping Rules lay down that: 

a. A determination of injury shall involve an objective 
examination of both (a) the volume of dumped imports and 
the effect of the dumped imports on prices in the domestic 
market for like article and (b) the consequent impact of 
these Imports on domestic producers of such products. 

b. While examining the volume of dumped imports, the said 
Authority shall consider whether there has been a significant 
increase in the dumped imports, either in absolute terms or 
relative to production or consumption in India. With regard to 
the effect of the dumped imports on prices as referred to in 
sub-rule (2) of Rule 18 the Designated Authority shall 
consider whether there has been a significant price under¬ 
cutting by the dumped imports as compared with the price of 
like product in India, or whether the effect of such imports is 
otherwise to depress prices to a significant degree or 
prevent price increase which otherwise would have occurred 
to a significant degree. 

The following parameters have been analyzed for the purpose of 
assessment of injury to the domestic industry. 

Sales Volume and Value 


The Authority observes that there is a decline in the sales volume as well as the 
sales value in the POI as compared to the previous year. The unit price 
realization has also gone down by about 26% in the POI over the previous year 


Volu ms and Markot Shars of Dumpsd Imports 


Country 

European 

Singapore 

South Africa 


Union (KandIa 

(Exporters 

(Exporters 
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Port Customs) 

inforr 

clai 

confid 

nation 

med 

ential) 

Inforn 

clai 

Confid 

nation 

med 

ential) 

Year 

Qty MT 

% 

Share 

Qty MT 

% Share 

Qty MT 

% Share 

2000-01 


11.05 

**** 

0.58 

**** 

3.34 


**** 

29.13 

**** 

32.30 


14.80 

POI 

Annualised 

**** 

29.13 


32.30 


14.80 


The Authority has examined the information regarding the volume of 
exports from the subject countries during the period of investigation and 
the preceding years. In percentage terms the imports from subject 
countries accounted for a market share of 64.3% in 1999-2000, 31.48% 
during 2000-01 and 76.23% during POL When compared to the previous 
year 2000-01 the share in the market has shown a significant increase 
during the POL The Authority notes that there has been a significant 
increase in the imports from the subject countries during the POI 


Market Share of Imports from Subject countries 

Year 

Imports From 
Subject Countries 
MT 

Total Imports MT 

% Share 

1999-2000 

18730 

29128 

64.3 

2000-2001 

4502 

r 14298 

31.48 

POI Annualised 

41441 

54364 

76.23 


Market Share of Imports from Subject Countries (% of the Total Demand) 

64. The Authority has calculated the total demand in the country by adding the 
total imports to the sales of the domestic industry as well as other producers of 
the product under consideration. The Authority notes that the imports from the 
subject countries could acquire a market share of 36 % of the total demand in a 
short span of 9 months. 
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Year 

Imports from 
Subject 

Countries MT 

Total Demand 
MT 

% Share 

1999-2000 

18730 

98764 

22.92 

2000-2001 

4502 

81691 

5.51 


41441 

113089 

36.6 


It is also examined that the sales volumes of the domestic industry as 
represented by the petitioner companies also declined during the POI by 
26% in comparison to the previous year. 



Unit 

1998-99 

1999-00 

2000-01 

POI 

POI 

Annualisd 


MT 

40,000 

40,000 

40,000 

30,000 

40,000 


MT 

45000 

45000 

49000 

49000 

49000 

Production 

MT 

40142 

39261 

39055 

21756 

2'9008 

Capacity 

Utilization 

% 

89.2 

87.25 

79.7 

59.2 

59.2 

Capacity 
Utilisation as per 
Installed 
capacity 

% 

100.355 

98.1525 

97.6375 

72.52 

72.52 

Opening Stocks 

MT 

2464 

2885 

1517 

1920 

1920 

Closing stocks 

MT 

2885 

1517 ' 

1920 

2399 

2399 

Indigenous sales 

MT 

39956 

40325 

38633 

21288 

28384 

Cost of 
Production* 

Rs../ 

MT 

100 

103.69 

133.47 

135.8 

135.82 

Selling Price* 

Rs./ 

MT 

100 

94 

140 

108.3 

108.3 

Profit/Loss* 

Rs./ 

MT 

100 

48 

173 

-25 

-25 


Nos 

100 

98 

97 

91 

91 

Productivity/Emp 

MT 

78.1 

77.9 

78.27 

46.19 

46.19 

ROI 

% 

9.23 

3.64 

20.47 

.82 

82 

Wages 

Rs/ 

Mon 

th 

100 

111 

115 

136 

136 

Cash Flow 

Rs 

lakh 

s 

hlfklt 

.**** 

Ifkirit 



1 Indexed Figures 



















































































































Production & Issue of Capacity Utilization of the petltionef 

Views of M/s MerisoL South Africa. Foseco Ltd. Govt of Maharashtra. 
FMA. and others. 

66. it is a matter of public domain information from the Balance Sheets of 
HOCL. that the installed capacity is much lower than the effective 
capacity, the effective capacity claimed by the Petitioners is 45000 to 
49000 MTPA. However, the balance sheet and the infonTjatioii put out by 
■ the Government of India for the privatization of the petitioner, clearly, 
states that the installed capacity is 40000^ MTPA. In the light 6f the 
above, the Petitioners must be put to strict proof of their dairh. It is 
submitted that the information of the Government of India bnd auditors be 
accepted and the injury parameters be reworked using these figures. 
Rated capacity of HOC*s phenol plant is 40000 TPA as per its published 
Balance Sheet. HOC has been achieving very high capacity utilization 
based on its rated capacity. 

Views of the Petitioner 

66. Installed capacity of the domestic industry was 400o6 MT. After 
restructuring plan undertaken by the company, the company has 
effectively increased its capacity to 49000 MT. Therefore, the ^ective 
capacity of the company now is 49000 MT. With regard to capacity 
mentioned in the Annual Reports and dis-investment proposal, please 
note that the capacity mentioned therein (40000 MT) is installed capacity, 
whereas the capacity relevant for the purpose of anti dumping 
: invpistigations is effective capacity (which is 49000 Mt). It Is submitted 
that Installed capacity’ and -effective t^pacit/ need hot be^lhe same. 
Installed capacity the capacity installed by the 

company, whereas the effective capacity refers to what is the maximum 
possible production which the compariy can effectively achieve. 


Examination bv the Author ity 

67. -The Authority has taken note of the various submissions'made by 
the interested parties regarding the reworking of the capacity utilization on 
^ the basis of th% installed capacity of the peti^Nsner The Aut^rity has also 
! taken note of the petitioner’s plea that after da rbpttleti^^ their 
J. Jeffectlye capacity has increasted: a are in a position to produce 

more than the in^ahed capacity. The Authority'has now wori<ed out? the 
capacfty utilization of the domesyc industry based on their installed as well 
as the effective capacity and it concludes that the capacity utilization of the 
domestic industry has worsened in the POI. 

^17 
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68. Price Undercuttlha and Price Undersellino 


Price Undercutting during 

1 POI 

Country 

Net selling Price 
petitioner 

Landed Price 
from sut^ect 
country 

Price 

Undercutting 






EU 

**** 

**** 

**** 

MPSI, Singapore 

**** 

-' 


Mitsui & Co, Singapore 


****' 


Merisoi, Bulk, S. A. 

Mb**' 

■ . •****. ^ ■ 


Merlsdl drum, S.A 

■ ‘1. 

r:. 



Price Underselling during POI 


Country 

Non Injurious Price 
of petitioner 

Landed Price 
from Subject 
country 

Price 

Underselling 


EU 

**** 

MHHb 


MPSI, Singapore 

**** 

**** 

*»** 

Mitsui & Co, Singapore 

**** 

. **** 

**** 

Merisoi bulk, South Africa 

Mb** 

, **** 

; ,***« , 

Merisel drum sales, S.A 

**** 


' : . ; :<*♦** 


69 In considering the effect of the duriii^, imports ori pri^ it is 
considered necessary to exarnlnO whether tHfee h^^ been a significant 
price undercutting by the dumped imports as compered with the price of 
the (ike product in India, or whether'fhe effect of such imports is otherwise 
to depress prides to a significant decree; The Authority^has the 

landed value of imports of subject goods from subject>countries during the 
POI with the net sales realization and his found'that t been a 

significant price under-cutting by the durrtped imports. The land value of 
imports has been found to be significantly lower than the domestic 
industry’s net sales realization. 

The Authority has also examined the claim of the petitioner that the 
domestic industry is suffering on account of the losses. The Authority 
notes that price underselling is an important indicator to make an 
assessmerrt of the iryury. The Authority has worked out the Npn-Irtjurious 
price for the product undpr consideration and compared the same with the 
landed value to arrive at the extent of price underseiling. The analysis 
shows a significant incidence of price underselling causing injury,to the 
domestic Industry. The imports have had significant suppressing/ 
depressing effect on the prices in, the domestic market, as the domestic 
industry has not been able to raise its selling price in view of the dumped 
imports. 






:>» «l 
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Selling Price / Profitability 

70, The authority notes that selling prices of the domestic industry is 
significantly below the price, which would have permitted the domestic 
industry, a fair recovery of its cost of production and earn a reasonable 
return. Thus, the dumped Imports have prevented the domestic industry 
from effecting legitimate price increase to realise a reasonable price. The 
industry has suffered material injury on account of depressed setting 
prices resutting in non-recovery of cost of production and thereby suffered 
financiat losses. 

Other injury parameters evaluated by the authority are as fottows: 

71. The employment levels of domestic industry have not undergone 
any significant change during the period of investigation. 

There is a marked rise in the closing stocks during POI indicating th^ 
there is a significant change in the inventory position of the domestic 
industry during the period of investigation. 

Some exporters/Users have opined that during the POI, HCL has made 
profits and HOCL has incurred loss. They wanted the Authority to examine 
this issue. They have also argued the fact that data pertaining io the M/s 
Herdillia Chemicals Ltd (HCL) should be examined and they should not be 
allowed to take the benefit of Anti Dumping Duty. Though the Authority 
has excluded the HCL as part of the domestic Industry as mentioned 
above, it has examined the records submitted by HCL and has come to a 
conclusion that there is no truth in the submission that HCL made profits 
during the POI. In fact they had made a loss of Rs **** during POI. 


Month/Year 

Cost of 
Production 
(HOCL) Rs/ MT 

Net sales 
Realisation 
(HOCL)Rs/ MT 

Profit/Loss 
(HOCL) Rs/. MT 

98-99 

100 

100 

100 

99-00 

103 

94 

48 

2000-01 

133 

140 

173 

Aor.OI- June-01 

135 

132 

115 

July 01-Sept 01 

132 

107 

-13.5 

Oct.01 - Dec 01 

140 

87 

-170 

PERIOD OF 
INVESTIGATION 

135 

108 

-25 


Indexed figures considering 1998-99 as 100. 

The Authority also notes that the depreciation of the hydrogen peroxide 
plant has not been taken into account in working out the profitability of this 

plant. 

Cumulative assessment of injury 

72. As per annexure-ll (iii), in cases where imports of a product, fa 
more than one country are being simultaneously subjected to Ani, 
dumping investigation, the Authority is required to cumulatively assess 
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effect of such imports, only when It determines that (a) the margin of 
dumping established in relation to imports from each country is more than 
2% expressed as percentage of export price and the volume of the 
imports from each country is 3% of the imports of like article — and (b) 
cumulative assessment of the effect of imports is appropriate in light of the 
conditions of competition between the imported article and the like 
domestic article. The Authority has found that the margin of dumping in 
respect of each of the subject country is more than 2% and the volume of 
imports from each country is also more than 3%. The Authority has also 
found it appropriate to cumulatively assess the effect of imports of the 
subject goods on the domestically produced like article and has found that 
there is a cumulative effect of injury by imports of subject goods on the 
domestic industry. 

E. CAUSAL LINK 

73. In determining whether material injury to the domestic industry was 
caused by the dumped imports, the Authority took into account the 
following facts: - 

a. The Authority observes that there is a single market for the subject 
goods where dumped imports compete directly with the goods produced 
by the domestic industry. Decline in demand is not a factor causing injury 
to the domestic injury. The imported subject article and the domestically 
produced goods are like articles and are used for the same 
applications/end uses. Thus, pricing becomes the most important factor 
determining purchase of the article from either imported sources or 
domestic sources. 

b. The imports from Subject countries undercut and suppressed the prices 
of the product in the Indian market to such an extent that the domestic 
industry was prevented from recovering full cost of production and earn a 
reasonable profit from the sale of subject goods in India. 

c. The /Authority has also examined that demand of the subject goods 
have increased during the POI and has not found any sign of contraction 
of demand, changes in the pattern of consumption, trade restrictive 
practice of and competition between the foreign and the domestic 
producers and development in technology. In view of the above, the 
Authority determines that the dumped imports, through the effect of 
dumping, have caused material injury to the domestic Industry. 

d. The landed value has been determined for the subject goods after 
adding onto the weighted average c.i.f. export price, the applicable level of 
customs duties (except duties levied under Section 3, 3(A), 9, 9(A) and 
1% towards landing charges. 

e. While determining the non-injurious price for the like articles for the 
domestic industry, the Authority has used the actual cost of production of 
the subject goods to determine optimum cost of production for the 
domestic industry which would take into account the normated best 
consumption norms and the actual price of the raw materials which are 
consumed for the production of the subject goods during the period of 
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investigation. For calculation of injury margin, it has compared the ex¬ 
factory non-injurious price determined for the period of investigations with 
the landed value of the imported goods. 

74. Duty UP to dumping margin: 

The Authority recomniends the amount of anti-dumping duty equal to the margin 
of dumping or less, which if levied, would remove the injury to the domestic 

industry. 

F. , CONCLUSIONS 

75. The Authority has. after considering the foregoing, concludes that; 

(i) Phenol or product under consideration has been exported to 
India from subject countries below Its normal value; 


(ii) The Indian industry has suffered material injury; 


(iii) The injury has been caused by the dumped imports from 
subject countries; 

(iv) The Authority considers it necessary to impose an anti 
dumping duty on all imports of Phenol from subject countries 
in order to remove the injury to the domestic industry. The 
margin of dumping determined by the Authority is indicated 
in the paragraphs above. The Authority recommends the 
amount of anti dumping duty equal to the margin of dumping 
or less, which if levied, would remove the injury to the 
domestic industry. For the purpose of determining injury, the 
landed value of imports compared with the non-injurious 
selling price of the petitioner companies determined for the 
period of investigation. 

(v) Accordingly, the Authority recommends that the definitive 
anti dumping duties be imposed from the date of notification 
to be issued in this regard by the Central Government on all 
imports of subject goods originating In or exported from 
subject countries. The anti-dumping duty shall be the 
difference between the amount mentioned in col. 3 and the 
landed value of imports of Phenol falling under chapter 29 
and 27 of Customs tariff, for all exporters/manufacturers 
from the countries mentioned in Col. 2 of the Table below: 
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Serial 

Number 

(1.) 

Countries/exporters 

(2.) 

Amount (US$ 

PerMT) (3.) 

1. 

Singapore: 



a. Mitsui & Co. 

Ltd 

710.84 


b. Mitsui Phenol 
Singapore 

Pte Ltd 

710.84 


Other Exporters 

710.84 

2 

South Africa 

a. Merisel RSA 



1. Bulk 

Sales 

710.84 


2. Drum 

Sales 

c. Other 
exporters 

778.59 


1. Bulk 

Sales 

710.84 


2. brum 

Sales 

778,59 

3. 

European Union 

710.84 


vi). Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable 
value as determined by the Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and 

ail duties of customs except duties under sections 3, 3A, 9 and 9A of 
the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

76. Subject to the above, the Authority confirms the preliminary 
findings dated 2^^ June 2002. 

77. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise 
and Gold (Control) Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act, 
supra. 


L. V. SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority 


Printed by the Manager, Govt, of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054. 




